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LONDON - MIDLAND GRAND - St. Pancras Station, N.W. 
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King’s Cross Metropolitan Railway Station. New Venetian 
Rooms are available for Public and Private Dinners, Arbitration 


Meetings, oe} 
LIVERPOOL - ADELP - Close to Central (Midland) Station. 
BRADFORD - MIDLAND ~ Excellent Restaurant. 
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DERBY ~ - MIDLAND - For Peak of Derbyshire. 
MORECAMBE - - Tennis Lawn to Seashore. Golf. 
Tariffs on Application. Telegraphic Address ‘* Midotel.” 


WILLIAM TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


PARLIAMENT Was prorogued on Friday last, when the Royal 
assent was given to a large number of Bille, The legislative 
output of the Session amounts altogether to fifty-nine public 
statutes—a larger number than might have been anticipated. 
But none of the Acts is long, nor is any of first-rate oy woe 
The date of the prorogation is to the 3lst of October; but it is 
understood that Parliament will actually be called together on 
the 11th of January, 1897—an exceptionally early date, for 
which we must go back for a parallel to the Session of 1881, 





Tue Judicial Trustees Act, which received the Royal assent 
last week, may have an important effect upon the administra- 
tion of trusts in this country. One provision, that contained in 
section 3, very materially diminishes the pressure of the law 
upon trustees. As the judgments delivered in the Court of 
Appeal in the recent’ case of Re Chapman (ante, p. 715) 
sufficiently shew, the courts are already unwilling to fasten 
liability upon trustees, unless upon a reasonable construction of 
their duties they can be deemed to have committed a breath of 
trust; but hitherto the only discretion of the court has been in 
determining whether or no a breach of trust has been in fact 
committed. If upon this point the decision is adverse to the 
trustee, the result has necessarily followed that he has been 
declared liable to make good the loss resulting from the breach ; 
and the court has had no authority to lessen the consequences 
to the trustee, on the und of reasonableness of conduct or 
honesty of purpose. ut the power of dispensation now 
conferred upon the court applies specifically to cases where 
there has been a breach of trust. Although such breach has 
occurred, yet if the trustee has acted honestly and reasonably, 
and ought fairly to be excused for the breach of trust and for 
omitting to obtain the directions of the court, the court may 
relieve him wholly or partly from personal liability. Py satay / 
therefore, the court, before exercising its discretion in favour of 
the trustee, must be satisfied that the case is not one in which 
the trustee was bound to apply to the court in the first instance ; 
and this provision imparts some uncertainty as to the extent to 
which the enactment will in practice be found useful. Theré 
is, moreover, necessarily a vagueness in its perines, which 
makes it impossible to forecast with accuracy how it will work. 
It is to be hoped, however, that the courts will remember that 
the section was intended: to lighten the burdens of trustees, and 
that it will be liberally applied in pursuance of this intention. 





Tne rest of the Judicial Trustees Act ie designed to introduce 
into this country the system of judicial factors which has been 
in operation for many years in Scotland. It be peer ao | 
to notice again that the system was brought a A the notice 
the Select Committee on Trusts Administration last year, by 


30 | Lord M‘Laren ; and his account of the working of the system is 
essential 


to be found at p. 136 of the Minutes of Evidence. Its 

points are that the administration of the trust is in the hands of 
a factor — by the court and entitled to be remunerated 
for his work. But while he is under the control of the court 
and able to apply to the court for direction, he acts in all 
ordinary matters on his own initiative; and the system more 
nearly resembles administration by a private trustee than by a 
public official. It was while the Committee were collecting 
evidence as to the advisability of instituting an official trust 
department that they came, almost by accident, upon the Scotch 
system, and at once decided that a trial ought to be given to it 


oss : before attempting the doubtful experiment of a public trustee, 
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The Judicial Trustees Act gives merely the outline of the 
scheme, leaving all the details to be filled in by rules; and the 
successful working of the measure will depend to a very large 
extent on the framing of the rules. Points to which special 
attention will have to be given are the keeping and auditing of 
the accounts of the trust estate, and the facilitating of applica- 
tions to the court. In Scotland the judicial factor hands in an 
inventory of the estate as soon as he enters on his duties, and 
his accounts are audited annually. A form of account is issued 
for his guidance, which provides for a detailed statement of the 
dealings with the estate, and of its financial condition at the 
beginning and end of the year. The estate is entirely under 
the control of the factor. but he has to find security for its safe 
Suswvdy, and in, practice this has been found to give complete 
protection to the beneficiaries. In England, however, the 


. property involved is likely to be very much more extensive ; and, 


since safety for trust funds was one of the chief reasons for the 
new departure, it may be anticipated that the rules will exclude 
the judicial trustee from sole control, at any rate of the corpus. 





WHEN A company is being wound up voluntarily, a transfer 
of shares is void unless made with the sanction of the liquida- 
tor. Section 131 of the Companies Act, 1862, which contains a 
provision to this effect, also provides that any alteration in the 


‘status of members taking place after the commencement of the 


winding up shall be void, but this latter provision contains no 
reference to the sanction of the liquidator. Upon the section, 
therefore, it would seem that an alteration in the status of mem- 
bers when a company is in voluntary liquidation is altogether 
void. The question has arisen, however, in Re National Bank of 
Wales (Limited), whether the registration of a transfer with the 
consent of the liquidator does not necessarily involve a change in 
the status of the transferor. The National Bank of Wales 
went into voluntary liquidation in 1893, with a view to an 
amalgamation with another bank. It was then supposed that 
the assets of the National Bank would be sufficient to pay off 
all liabilities, and the liquidator permitted transfers 
of shares and also further transfers by the transferees. 
There were thus three classes of persons whose names 
at some time or other were on the register—original trans- 
ferors, original transferees, and transferees from the latter. 
Ultimately it became necessary to make calls on the shares, 
and the liquidator put all three classes on the list of contri- 
butories. One from each class—A., B., and O. respectively— 
contested his action, and it had to be decided how a transfer 
with the sanction of the liquidator could be effectual and yet 
the status of the members not be changed. Vavcuan WIL- 
LiAMs, J., appears to have solved the dilemma by holding that 
the transferee took the rights of membership, while the trans- 
feror retained the liabilities. A transferee with the liquidator’s 
assent, he said, has certain rights, such as the right to share 
in any surplus; but the consent of the liquidator does not 


‘affect the status of the transferor so as to free him from 


liability as a contributory. Upon this principle, and assuming 
that the retention of liability by A. forbade the imposition of 
liability on B. and C., Vavecnan Wiu1ms, J., held that A. and 
his class ought to be on the list of contributories, but not B. and O. 
and their classes. He observed, however, that as between them- 
selves the transferees were bound to indemnify their immediate 
transferors. Moreover, he intimated that under section 153 he 
could have validated the transfers for all purposes by making a 
supervision order. By this section, when any company is being 
wound up by the court or subject to supervision, alterations in 
status made between the commencement of the winding up and 
the winding-up order are void, but only unless the court other- 
wise orders. Thus a supervision order and an order sanctioning 
the transfers would apparently have placed the transferees in 
the position of members for all purposes. But Vavenan 
Wits, J., was not sufficiently convinced of the expediency 
of this course, and he declined to adopt it. 





Cuatnmen of the meetings of companies are sometimes con- 
fronted with the question whether proxies are to be counted upon 
taking a vote by show of hands. Formerly it was assumed that 
the voting could only be taken by counting the votes of members 





personally present, and the inconvenience, especially in large 
companies, of any other course makes this method practically a 
necessity. Moreover, its correctness was recognized by Kay, J., 
in Caloric Engine Co. (Limited) (52 L. T. 846). Where, however, 
there is the usual provision in the articles that votes may be 
given either in person or by proxy, without further definition of 
the way in which votes are to be given upon a show of hands, 
it is possible to contend that proxies are always entitled to vote, 
and that the chairman must not, on the ground of mere incon- 
venience in counting, deprive members present by proxy of their 
right. This view was adopted by Vavenan Wit11ams, J., in 
Re Bidwell Brothers (1893, 1 Ch. 603), The provision that votes 
may be given either personally or by proxy meant, so he held, 
that they were to be so given upon all occasions where there is 
voting. Members present by proxy, therefore, would be entitled 
to one vote each as though they were actually present, and it 
would be for the chairman to ascertain from the proxy in what 
way the member wished to vote. In the case of small companies 
there is no difficulty in counting the votes in this manner, and 
where it is not practicable to demand a poll it is the best way of 
ascertaining the real feeling of the members of the company. 
But in the case of large companies, as already observed, the 
enumeration becomes impracticable, and it has become custom- 
ary by special provision in the articles to exclude the effect of 
the decision in Re Bidwell Brothers. The question has now 
been considered again by Ounrrry, J., in Ernest v. Loma Gold 
Mines (Limited), and that learned judge has found himself 
compelled to dissent from the opinion of Vavenan WILLI4Ms, 
J. The essence of voting by show of hands, it is pointed out, 
is that hands are there and then held up and counted. It is 
the eye that is called upon to decide. If proxies are to be 
counted, the chairman must enter on an inquiry as to the number 
of proxies held by persons present; and in effect he finds 
himself taking a poll, with the difference, however, that each 
member has only one vote instead of the number, based on his 
holding, which he would have on a poll. There can be little 
doubt that the view of Currry, J., supported as it is by the 
decision of Kay, L.J., is correct ; but for the benefit of chairmen 
who have no express provision in the articles of the company to 
guide them, it is to ke hoped that an authoritative decision on 
the point will be obtained. 





OrHER Questions with respect to the mode in which a vote 
of the members of a company is to be taken have on several 
occasions been before the courts. In Re Horbury Bridge Coal 
Co. (11 Ch. D. 109), it had to be determined whether, upon 
voting by show of hands each member was entitled to one 
vote, or whether, under an article that provided that every 
member should have one vote for every share, the number 
of his shares was to be reckoned. That the question is primd 
facie not free from doubt, is shewn by the fact that Bacon, 
V.C., decided in favour of counting the number of shares, but 
the Court of Appeal avoided the inconvenience to which this 
decision would have given rise by insisting upon the obser- 
vance of the ordinary practice which obtains at public 
meetings. According to the common law, votes at all meetings 
are taken by show of hands, and this method requires that each 
person voting should be counted once only. Moreover, the 
special provisions which apply to voting on a poll shew that 
the calculation of votes according to shares is reserved for this 
method of voting. The decision in Ernest vy. Loma Gold Mines, 
Limited, referred to above, is upon the same lines as Re HZorbury 
Bridge Coal Co., and tends to simplicity and convenience. When 
the chairman has to take a vote by shew of hands, he counts only 
the hands of members personally voting, and he counts each as 
one. Ifa poll is demanded, he has to consider the ferther question 
whether he can direct the poll to be taken at once, or whether 
some future time must be appointed for it. Sometimes he will 
find express provision in the articles upon the point, and if the 
articles contemplate a future voting, no arrangement for an 
immediate poll made by the directors prior to the meeting can 
be allowed to override the articles (Re British Flax Co. (Limited), 
60 L. T. 215). It may be, however, that the chairman will find 
himself empowered to take an immediate poll, and even in the 
absence of any express provision it is possible that this course is 
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open to him. - Some strong dicta to the contrary are to be found, 
indeed, in Re Horbury Coal Co. (supra), but the point had not to 
be decided there, and in Re Chillington Iron Co. (29 Ch. D. 159) 
Kay, J., held that it was within the competence of the chair- 
man to direct the poll to be taken at once. 





MARITIME LIEN. 
II. 


As we have already seen, an incumbrance can be created on a 
ship otherwise than by registered mortgage, and there may be a 
mere charge on a ship which will secure the amount of the 
charge as between the owners of the ship and the creditor, 
although it must be postponed to a registered mortgage: as, for 
instance, in the case of debentures granted by a single-ship 
company, charging the property of the company. But a 
security of this kind ranks as an ordinary charge on property, 
and is not included under the term “ maritime hypothecation,” 
which is restricted to securities created by bottomry and re- 
spondentia bonds. The essence of these securities is that money 
should be required either for the prosecution of a voyage 
already begun, or for the return of a ship from a foreign port 
(The Royal Arch, 8wa., p. 277); and, further, that it should not 
be possible to obtain the money on the personal credit of the 
owners (Soares v. Rahn, 3 Moo. P. C. 1). ‘ Hypothecation,” 
said Sir Joun Nicotn, in The Hersey (3 Hagg., p. 407), ‘can 
only be valid if bottomed on necessity, and that necessity must 
be twofold: first, a necessity of obtaining supplies in order to 
prosecute the voyage; and, secondly, the impossibility of 
obtaining those supplies in any other way than by hypotheca- 
tion of the ship itself; for if they can be procured upon the 
credit either of the master or of the owners, or by advances on 
the freight or by passage money, or upon any other credit than 
the hypothecation of the ship, the bond of hypothecation is 
absolutely void.” 

If these conditions are satisfied, a bottomry bond on the ship 
or a respondentia bond on the cargo can be given by the master, 
though the separate hypothecation of the cargo is unusual, and 
in practice only the term bottomry bond is used. It is further 
essential that the bondholder should take the risk of the voyage, 
and he is not entitled to be repaid his advance unless the ship 
arrives at her destination. To cover this risk he stipulates for a 
high rate of interest, and his omission to do so, although it is 
not conclusive that no maritime risk is to be incurred, is never- 
theless a circumstance of suspicion (Zhe Royal Arch, Swa., p. 
280). In the absence of maritime risk, the Admiralty Court has 
no jurisdiction to enforce the bond. Usually a bottomry bond 
is given by the master, though it is essential to its validity that 
he should, if possible, communicate with the owner and obtain 
his consent (tid., p. 275); but it may also be given by the 
owner, provided the circumstances are such as would justify a 
bond by the master (Zhe Duke of Bedford, 2 Hagg. 294). It is 
necessary to make this reservation, for a bottomry bond in its 
effect differs very materially from a mere charge on the ship. 
It operates as a maritime lien, and it takes precedence of other 
derivative interests, such as mortgages, created by the owner of 
the ship. ‘* Where money is advanced on mortgage of a ship,” 
said Dr. Lusuinaron, in Zhe Royal Arch (Swa., p. 282), “the 
mortgagee must always be aware that he takes his security 
subject to all legal liens, and if he suffers therefrom his only 
remedy must be against the owners.” 

So far we have been dealing with securities founded upon ex- 
press contract. A lien, on the other hand, according to the 
authority already referred to, is an obligation which, by law and 
not by express contract, binds real or personal estate for the dis- 
charge of a debt or engagement, but does not pass any property in 
the subject of the lien (Fisher on Mortgages, 4th ed., p. 107), And 
there is authority for restricting the term lien in this manner. 
“Lien,” said Lord Wzsrsury, in Re Leith’s Estate (L.R.1 P. C., 
p. 305), ha is not the result of an express contract ; it is given by 
implication of law.” But though this definition may be strictly 
accurate, the term is also used with a wider signification. 
“Lien in its proper sense,” said Grant, M.R., in Gladstone v. 
Birley (2 Mer., p 404), ‘“‘is a right which the law gives; but it 
is usual to speak of lien by contract, though that be more in the 





nature of an agreement for a pledge.” And at any rate the » 
term ‘maritime lien” is, as we have just noticed, applied to a 
security created by batager yA bond. Perhaps this may be recon- 
ciled with the strict use of the word on the ground that a special 
efficacy is by law given to a contract entered into by the master 
of the ship. 

Of liens proper—that is to say, liens arising by operation of 
law—there are various examples. The fundamental distinction 
= the case of liens, ~~ as with a arising by re is 

etweer possessory and non-possessory liens. iens 
may exist in respect of chattels, and they enable the holder of 
the chattel to retain it until payment of the debt due in respect 
of the chattel. Prominent among such liens is the lien of the 
artificer upon a chattel which he has been employed to make or 
to repair; and as an instance of this the possessory lien of the 
shipwright upon the ship—a ry as distinguished from a 
maritime lien—is well established, and is treated as having 
great efficacy. Save in cases which may appear to have a para- 
mount claim, the right of a shipwright—the common law lien— 
ought, it has been said, not to be infringed upon (per Dr. 
Lusurneton, in Zhe Gustaf, Lush. 506). Non-possessory liens 
also occur in various forms. One important class comprises 
judicial liens, that is, liens which affect property by virtue of 
direct judicial order or of execution sued out in pursuance of a 
judgment. Formerly a judgment immediately on being entered 
up created a general charge upon the lands of the judgment 
debtor; but now there is no charge until the writ of execu- 
tion has been registered at the Office of Land Registry, and a 
purchaser who completes before that time is not affected by the 
judgment. 

Another class of non-possessory liens are equitable liens, 
which are “founded upon a duty or implied intention on the 
part of the owner of property to make it answerable for a 
specific claim’’ (Fisher on Mortgages, p. 138). Of these the 
most familiar is the lien ofa vendor for unpaid purchase money, 
but it is not a lien attaching on the property in the hands of 
all holders. It attaches against the vendee and also against 
persons who take from the vendee as volunteers or with notice 
that the purchase money has not been paid; but it does not 
avail against a purchaser for value without notice (Jackreth v. 
Symmons, 15 Ves. 329). There is, however, no general duty 
imposed by the law upon owners of property to pay for labour 
done or services rendered in connection with the property, so as 
to entitle the person doing the labour or rendering the services 
to a lien upon it. Apart from the case of maritime salvage 
presently to be mentioned, a lien only arises by virtue of a con- 
tract, express or implied, with the owner, or by reason of 
special circumstances conferring a right toa lien. In Fualeke v. 
Scottish Imperial Insurance Co, (34 Ch. D., p. 249) Bowen, L.J., 
after referring to maritime salvage, said: ‘ No similar doctrine 
applies to things lost upon land, nor to anything except ships 
and goods in peril at sea. With regard to ordinary goods upon 
which labour or money is expended with a view of saving them 
or benefiting the owner, there can, as it seems to me, according 
to the common law, be only one principle upon which a claim 
for repayment can be based, and that is where you can find facts 
from which the law will imply a contract to repay or to give a 
lien.” The question frequently arises, as it did in the case 
just referred to, in connection with the payment of insurance 
ng and it appears to bea hardship that a person who 

as paid the premiums and thus saved the policy moneys should 
have no claim to be reimbursed out of eis: but it is well 
settled that he can only claim this right where he has paid in 
pursuance of a contract with the owner of the policy, or where 
the lien arises out of the special privileges incident to the 
position of a trustee or mortgagee. This statement of the cases 
in which a lien upon policy moneys is created by payment of the 

remiums is, in substance, identical with that given by Fry, 

J., in Re Leslie (23 Ch. D., p. 560). 

Maritime lien resembles the judicial and equitable liens which 
have just been discussed in that it does not depend u 
possession. It is in the nature of hypothecation, not of pledge 
But it differs from other liens in the method by which it is 
enforced. It is enforced by an action im rem, and, as a result, 
it follows the res into whosesoever ion the res comes, 
This form of proceeding, indeed, is so associated with maritime 
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lien that in the leading case of Zhe Bold Buccleugh (7 Moo. 
P.O. 0., p. 284) the proceeding in rem is spoken of as necessarily 
implying a maritime lien. ‘A maritime lien,” said Sir Joun 
Jzxvis, in delivering the judgment of the Privy Council, ‘is 
the foundation of the proceeding im rem, a process to make 
perfect a right inchoate from the moment the lien attaches ; 
and whilst it must be admitted that where such a lien exists a 

ceeding # rem may be had, it will be found to be equally 
true that in all cases where a proceeding im rem is the propor 
course there a maritime lien exists, which gives a privilege or 
claim upon the thing to be carried into effect by legal process. 
This claim or privilege travels with the thing into whosesoever 
possession it may come. It is inchoate from the moment the 
claim or privilege attaches, and when carried into effect by 
legal process, by a proceeding in rem, relates back to the period 
when it first attached.” 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


Brits PasseEp 1nTo LAw.--On the 14th inst. Parliament was formally 
prorogued to the 31st of October, though it is understood that the 
next Session will begin on the 11th of January of next year. At the 
same time the Royal assent was given to the following Bills :—The 
a. Bill, Consolidated Fund Bill, Burglary Bill, Wild 
Birds Protection Acts Amendment (No. 2) Bill, West Highland 
Railway Guarantee Bill, Agricultural Rates, Congested Districts, and 
Burgh Land Tax Relief (Scotland) Bills, Baths and Washhouses Acts 
Amendment Bili, Law Agents (Scotland) Bill, Poor Law Officers’ 
Superannuation Bill, Telegraph Money, Judicial Trustees, Railways 
(Ireland), Naval Reserve, Locomotives on Highways, Coal Mines 
Regulation Act (1887) Amendment (No. 2), Truck, Stannaries, 
Larceny, Uganda Railway, Expiring Laws Continuance, Public 
Works Loans, Local Taxation (Ireland), Estate Duty, Labourers 
some 9 Land Law (Ireland), Light Railways, Public Health 
Ireland), Vexatious Actions, and Quarter Sessions (London) Bill. 
The Royal assent was also given to nineteen private Bills. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


Re THE EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY AND Re THE 
COMPANIES (MEMORANDUM OF ASSOCIATION) ACT, 1890—19th 
August. 

Comeany—Deep or Serriement—Svupstitution or MegmMorRANDUM AND 
Anrticies or AssociaTiIon—CLavuses CoGNaTe To Ossecrs or CompaANy— 
ConFIRMATION By CouRT. 


This was a petition upon behalf of the company that the alteration 
effected by a special resolution, passed and confirmed at extraordinary 
ape ow meetings of the company on the 3rd and 24th of June last, might 

confirmed by the court pursuant to the Companies (Memorandum of 
Association) Act, 1890. The resolution was as follows: ‘‘ That the memo- 
randum and articles of association submitted tothe meeting be .. . 
approvedand . . adopted as the memorandum and articles of 

tion of the society in substitution for the deed of settlement of the 
society and the existing modifications of such deed of settlement.”’ In 
support of the petition the proposed memorandum of association was read, 
and it was stated that Clause 3 K thereof was as follows: ‘‘To under- 
take and execute any trusts the undertaking of which may seem to the 
company conducive to any of its objects.” It was admitted that that 
clause did not seem quite cognate to the objects of the company as set 
out in the deed of settlement. The company had been registered as an 
unlimited compeny for the purposes of the Act. 

Curry, J.—I confirm the alteration, but in clause 3 K of the memoran- 
dum, which is rather wide, the words ‘‘ in connection with any policy or 
policies” are to be inserted after the words ‘‘any trusts.’”? The order 
must be advertised once in the Gazette, the Times, Daily Telegraph, and 
Standard.—Covunss., Fellowes and A. J. Chitty. Soticrrors, Roper ¢ 
Whately. 

[Reported by J. E. Aupovs, Barrister-at-Law.] 


VAUGHAN »v. DIX—19th August. 


Contempt ory Count—AtracHMent—MortcacE—CoveNaNt To SURRENDER 
Corrnotps—RervusaL To SuRRENDER. 


This was a moticn on behalf of the plaintiff, John Vaughan, that he 
be at liberty to issue a writ or writs of attachment against the 

t, James Dix, of Newcastle-under-Lyme, for his contempt in 

not surrendering or causing to be surrendered into the hands of the lady 
of the manor of Newcastle-under-Lyme by the rod, according to the 
custom thereof, the copyhold hereditaments comprised in the covenant 
on the part of the defendant contained inan indenture of mo e of the 
6th of June, 1887, in the judgment mentioned, to the use of the plaintiff 





in customary fee simple, according to the custom of the said manor by 
and under the rents, heriots, suits, and services therefor due, and of 
right accustomed, subject to redemption as provided by the said 
covenant, pursuant to the order dated the 6th of June, 1896, aud to the 
subsequent order dated the 24th of July, 1896. In support of the motion 
it was said that on the 6th of June, 1887, the defendant mortgaged to the 
plaintiff certain copyholds and freeholds in Staffordshire, and. the 
mortgage contained a covenant to surrender. On the 6th of June judg- 
ment against the defendant was delivered in an action for specific 
performance of the covenant, and the judgment was personally served 
duly indorsed onthe Ist of July. On the 3rd of July a power of attorney, 
appointing W. J. Turner his attorney to surrender the premises in 
pursuance of the covenant, was tendered to the defendant, but he refused 
to execute it. On the 24th of July an order was made that the defendant 
should, on or before the 1st of August, 1896, or subsequently within 
four days after service of the order, comply with the judgment, and on the 
28th of July that order was personally served duly indorsed. Notice was 
also given to the defendant that the Copyhold Court would sit on the 
following day. The defendant refused to execute the power of attorney or 
to attend the court, nor had he surrendered the premises up to the 10th 
of August. The defendant did not appear. 

Currry, J., ordered a writ of attachment to issue in accordance with 
the terms of the notice of motion, with costs. The order to lie in the office 
for a week.—Counset, Sebastian. Soxicrron, A. S. Fiske, agent for 
Knight § Sons, Newcastle, Staffordshire. 

[Reported by J. E. Apovs, Barrister-at-law.] 


RICHARDSON v. T. E. BRINSMEAD & SONS (LIM.)—19th August. 
Pracrice—L[nsuNCTION—AMENDMENT OF Notice or Morion. 


This was a motion to restrain the directors of T. E. Brinsmead & Co. 
from parting with any money by way of part payment of the purchase 
money for the business. In support of the motion, it was stated that since 
the notice of motion was given it had been found that part of the money had 
been paid to the joint account of Mr. Bradford, one of the directors, and 
the solicitor, Mr. W. A. Thomson. Joseph Davis, the vendor, had been 
paid the purchase money due to him, and it was therefore submitted that 
it was necessary to amend the notice of motion by making Thomson and 
Davis parties. Upon behalf of the defendants an undertaking in terms of 
the notice of motion was offered, and, further, that Thomson and Brad- 
ford should not part with any money standing to their joint account, 
except in payment of a dividend as mentioned in the prospectus. With- 
out admitting that the vendor Davis had any of the money, a further 
undertaking was offered that he should not part with any that he had. 

Currry, J.—There will be no necessity to amend the notice of motion. 
Upon the undertaking of counsel for the defendants there will be no order, 
and the costs will be costs in the cause.—Counsgx, C. L. Chubd; E. 
Carson, Q.C., and M. L. Romer. Soxtcrrors, W. Maskell ; Thomson § Co. 


{Reported by J. E. Atpovus, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


HODGE v. HODGE, DIBB, & CO.—19th August. 


Trape Name—Use or Own Name sy Riva Traper—UseER CaALcuLATED TO 
Decerve—InsuNCTION. 


This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiffs, Edwin Hodge and Herbert 
Hodge, trading as Henry Hodge, that an injunction might be granted 
restraining the defendants or either of them until judgment in the action 
or further order from trading or carrying on business under the style or 
title of ‘‘ Henry Hodge, Dibb, & Co.,’’ or from using any other title cal- 
culated to deceive the public or to lead the public to believe that the 
defendants’ firm was in any way connected with the plaintiffs’ firm. It 
appeared from the affidavits that Henry Hodge, the father of the plaintiffs, 
commenced business in Hull as a seed crusher upwards of forty years ago, 
and from the year 1866 carried on the said business at No. 6, High-street, 
Hull, until his death in 1889, under the style of ‘‘Henry Hodge.’’ The 
defendant Charles Henry Dibb entered the employment of the late Henry 
Hodge as junior clerk in or about the year 1866, and subsequently became 
manager and confidential clerk to the said Henry Hodge in his business. 
By his will, dated the 26th of October, 1887, the said Henry Hodge ap- 

ointed the defendant C. H. Dibb one of the trustees and executors, and 

y a codicil thereto directed that the business of Henry Hodge should be 
carried on by his trustees under the management of the defendant Dibb, 
until his son, the gpa Herbert Hodge, attained the age of twenty-one 
years, the said Dibb to receive out of the gross nage of the business a 
salary of £1,000 a year, with a certain commission upon the net profits, 
and upon the attainment of ee by the plaintiff Herbert 
Hodge he gave the business to the plain’ in equal shares, and directed 
that they should take the defendant Dibb into rship upon the terms 
in the said codicil mentioned. In 1889 the said Henry Hodge died. The 
business was carried on according to the B tye of the will until the 
23rd of March, 1896, when the plaintiff Herbert Hodge attained the age 
of twenty-one years. The defendant Dibb declined to become a partner 
in the business. In July, 1896, the defendant Dibb commenced business 
asa seed crusher at No. 2, High-street, Hull, in partnership with the 
defendant Henry Hodge, a grandson of Henry Hodge deceased, under the 
style of ‘‘ Henry Hodge, Dibb, & Co.’”? The defendant Henry Hodge was 
a solicitor, and it was stated that he had had no experience in the business 
of seed crushing. On behalf of the plaintiffs, it was contended that the 
defendant Hodge had been taken into partnership by the defendant Dibb 
for the purpose of attracting customers of the plaintiffs by the use of his 
name. On behalf of the defendants, it was contended that Henry 
Hodge had a right to use his own name in the business, and that there was 
no intention to deceive. 
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Curry, J., said that there was nothing to.complain of in the mere use 
of the name Henry Hodge, because a man had a right to use his own name 
in trading ; nor was there any objection to the defendants carrying on the 
business within three doors of the plaintiffs, as it was asserted that it was 
a convenient place. He accepted the statement that the defendants 
thought they were entitled to act as they had. But Dibb was well known 
in the trade. Henry Hodge, the grandson, was the younger of the two 
defendants, and the natural order of things would be to call the firm 
‘*Dibb & Hodge,’’ or ‘‘ Dibb, Hodge, & Co.,’’ and not ‘‘ Henry Hodge, 
Dibb, & Co.’’ It was also true that the defendants had prepared a circular 
stating that the defendant Henry Hodge had had no connection with the 
buriness of the late Henry Hodge. But that was not sufficient, and there 
must be an injunction in terms of the notice of motion.—Counsgi, A. J. 
Walter ; Pike-Glasgow and H. H. Shepherd; H. Cave Souacrrons, F. B. 
Moss Blundell, for T. & A. Priestman, Hull; Pritchard § Sons, for Hearfield § 
Lambert, Hull. 

[Reported by J. E. Atpovus, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


JUDKINS v. JUDKINS—19th August. 


Practice—Orper ror De.tvery ur or Carp ovea Srxteen—Jvris- 
DICTION. 


This was an application that the respondent, the father of Winifred 
Florence Judkins, a child over the uge of sixteen, should be ordered to 
deliver her up to the petitioner, the mother of the child. In support of 
the application it was stated that it was made before Barnes, J.,on Wed- 
nesday last, and adjourned by him till to-day. The application was to 
enforce a decree for the custody of the child. The suit, which was one 
for judicial separation, came before Barnes, J.,on the 5th of August, 
when a decree of judicial separation was granted and an order made giving 
the petitioner custody of both children. The child Winifred was over the 
age of sixteen, and under 20 & 21 Vict. c. 85, s. 35, there was jurisdiction 
to make the order. It was arranged that the child should be delivered to 
the petitioner on the 10th of August. An application was made to Barne3, 
J., for an order for delivery ; and then, for the first time, the point was 
taken that the child was over sixteen, and that there was no jurisdiction to 
make the order. Th tv. Th t (42 W. R. 658; 1894, P. 295) 
decided that the judge had absolute discretion to order the custody of a 
child up to the age of twenty-one. On behalf of the respondent it was 
stated that the order had never been served on him. 

Curry, J., said he must deal with the order as it was, and leave the 
respondent to apply to Barnes, J., after the vacation if he thought fit. 
He could not go behind the order of Barnes, J. There must be an order 
for the delivery of the child within forty-eight hours, with costs, without 
prejudice to any application to Barnes, J., after the Long Vacation.— 
Counset, Zoller ; Wilcocks. Soutcrrors, H. B. Wade ; Arnold §& Whitting. 


[Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Barrister-at-Law 











CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re BUCK, BRUTEY v. MACKEY—Kekewich, J., 4th and 5th August. 


Cuanity—LeGacy to Frrenpity Socrery—Exisrence or Socrety at Date 
or Tgstator’s Drata—Fariure or Oxnsecrs —Cy-Pres. 


A testator who died on the 8th of January, 1893, by his will gave a 
legacy of £500 to a society called “The Commercial Travellers’ Society ”’ 
for the purposes of the institution. This society was established in the year 
1800, with the object of providing a fund for the relief of sick and distressed 
members ; and its rules provided that, in case members should be afflicted 
with sickness so as to render them incapable of employment and should 
be in distressed circumstances or should become infirm, they should be 
entitled to receive at the discretion of the committee of the society certain 
weekly payments, and that the widows and children of members, if they 
were left in distressed circumstances, should be entitled to receive upon 
certain conditions annuities of specified amounts. The society was sup- 
ported not only by the subscriptions of members but also by additional 
voluntary donations. At the date of the testator’s death, there was livin 
only one member of the society who was a trustee and a member of the 
committee, and one annuitant whose annuity was fully provided for by 
the existing funds of the society which had been paid into court. No 
meeting of the society had been held since 1871, and no subscription 
received since 1874, ‘The questions now raised were, whether the society 
was a charity and whether it was in existence at the date of the testator’s 
death ; upon the determination of which questions it depended whether 
the legacy of £500 had lapsed and fallen into the residue, or whether it 
was applicable cy-prés for charitable purposes. 

Kexewicu, J.—The first question is whether this society is a charity 
within the ordinary doctrine of the court as expounded tn Income Tax 
Commissioners v. Pemsel. The cases of Cunnack v. Edwards (1895, 1 Ch. 489), 
reported on appeal in the Zimes of the 4th of August, 1896, and Re 
Clark's Trust (1 Ch. D. 497) dwell on the absence of the ingredient of 
poverty in —- entitled to the benefit of relief. If this society were a 
perfectly é arrangement, if it were simply a mutual 
insurance society, I should be bound by authority to say, and it would 
be clear, that it fairly fell outside the definition of a charity. It must 
not be forgotten, however, although it is by no means conclusive to shew 
that it is a charity, that the society has been assisted by outside dona- 





tions, and that it has not been conducted on actuarial tinciples. That 
is true of a large number of societies, both charitable and in the nature of | 
mutual assurance societies. The funds of the society are to be applied | 


| Birmingham. 








in payment of certain aumeities to oitows and children of members, the 
amounts arenot to be wi not 
funds would provide those annuities, and reliance is placed very much on 
outside donations. So that i be 
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** distressed c' ”: a phrase which, alth of many 
interpretations, no doubt here means that their position in life must be 
such that they cannot live without assistance. As regards also, 


tae 0S ely eneeeaeiee Se euariene Sat ue Gree not 
be doing their duty if they assisted a member who, although noes 
from disease or accident, was possessed of ample means I un 

that to point distinctly to poverty. Although poverty alone may not be 
the strict limit of charity, yet it is an object of charity ; and when you 
have it linked in this way to the provisions of the society, I think it im- 
possible to hold that it is a business arrangement like a mutual assurance 
society, and I am of opinion that it must be considered to be a charity. 
If it is a charity, then comes the question, Is therea lapse? I think 
there is not, as at the date of the testator’s death there was at least one 
annuitant claiming against the society. There is a duty to provide for 
her annuity still existing, and consequently the society is still existing. 
As the £500 legacy is not required, it must be applied cy-prés.—CounssL 
D. G. Begg ; Renshaw, Q.C., and.A. M Begg; W. R. Sheldon ; Ingle Joyce. 
Sorrcrrors, Dufield & Bruty ; West, King, Visi, § Co. ; Hare § Co. 


(Reported by C. C. Henstey, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Winding-up Cases. 
Re THE NATIONAL BANK OF WALES—Vaughan Williams, J., 
5th August. 


Company—WInpinc vup--ConTRIBUTORY—TRANSFER WITH SANCTION OF 
Liquipator—Compantes Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 89), ss. 38, 74, 76, 
98, 131, 133 (8), 153. 


The above-named company was registered in 1879, and a resolution for 
voluntary winding up was on the 27th of May, 1893. At the date 
of the voluntary winding up the capital of the bank was £2,000,000 
divided into 100,000 shares of £20 each, of which 2,250 had been issted 
and the sum of £10 per share paid up in respect thereof. At the date of 
the commencement of the winding up William Taylor was a shareholder 
holdiag ninety-five shares, including the thirty shares hereafter men- 
tioned. On the 29th of November, 1893, William Taylor, with the 
sanction of the liquidator, transferred thirty of his shares to W. J. 
Phillips, and the transfer was registered, Taylor’s certificate cancelled, 
and a fresh certificate issued to Phillips. On the 24th of May, 1894, 
Phillips, with the sanction of the liquidator, transferred the thirty shares 
to P. A. Rickard, who was registered, and received a certificate in the 
same way Phillips had done. Taylor, Phillips, and Rickard were put on 
the list ef contributories. Three summonses were now taken out by Tay- 
lor, Phillips, and Rickard, in which each asked for the removal of his 
name from the list of contributories. The question was whether all or 
any, and which, of these three persons were liable to have their names 
placed on the list of contributories. Section 38 of the Act says that ona 
winding up ‘‘every present and past member of such company shall be 
liable to contribute to the assets of the company to an amount sufficient 
for the payment of the debts and liabilities of the company, and the costs, 
charges, and expenses of the win up, and for the payment of such 
sums as may be required for the adjustment of the ts of the con- 
tributories amongst themselves.’’ Section 131, speaking of voluntary 
winding up, says that after the commencement of the voluntary winding 
up ‘‘all transfers of shares, except transfers made to or with the sanction 
of the liquidator, or alteration in the status of the members of the com- 
pany taking place after the commencement of such up shall be 
void.’’ Section 133 (8) says that the liquidator may ‘‘ exercise the powers 
hereinbefore given to the court of the list of contributories of the 
company.’’ Section 153, dealing with up by the court, provides 
that ‘‘ every transfer of shares, or alteration in the status of the members 
of the company, made between the commencement of the winding up and 


& | the order for winding up shall, unless the court otherwise order, be void.’’ 


VaveHan Wriurams, J., said that he should not allow Taylor’s name to 
be removed from the list of contributories, for the reason that he found a 
difficulty in finding another upon whom to fix the liability of con- 
tribution ; and he did notin the present case see his way to put ' 
or Rickard on the list of contributories. Section 131 was not very 
worded, and was difficult to construe. It must have been the intention of 
the Legislature that a transfer with the sanction of the liquidator should 


the register to give effect to the transfer. There was no —— 

the word “‘ alteration in the status’? in section 131; but under section 
153 the court could say that a change in status was not void in a volun- 
tary winding up under supervision. If the court could do it in that case, 
it could also in the case of a voluntary up eiedia. oe 
If the court had not that power, the court make a su In 
the present case leave had been given to amend the summons by asking 
the court to make the change iu status effective. The successive trans- 
ferees were bound to indemnify their transferors.—Counsar, 3B . 
Q.C., and Ingpen ; Levett, Q.C., and Macnaghien; Bramwell Davis, Q.O., 
and Muir Mackenzie; Farwell, Q.0., and Ingle Joyce. Souscrrons, Riddell, 
Vaizey, § Smith, for Vachell $ Co., Cardiff ; Bower, Cotton, ¢ Bower ; Few ¢ 
Co. ; Richard White ; Burton, Yeates, § Hart, for Joknson, Barclay, $ Rogers, 


{Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxsr, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
REG. v. CHAMBERS—C, C. R., Ist August. 


Camanat Law—Prisoner OLaminec To sz Trrep By Jury—ForM oF 
InpictmentT—Maticrovs Damace Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vicr. c. 97) s. 41— 
Summary Jurispicrion Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vicr. c. 49) s. 17. 

Case stated by the chairman of the Norfolk Quarter Sessions. A 
person charged before a court of summary jurisdiction under section 41 
of the Malicious Damage Act, 1861, with maliciously killing a dog claimed 
his right under section 17 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, to have 
the case tried by a jury, and was committed for trial accordingly. At the 
hearing before the Court of Quarter Sessions he refused to plead, on the 
ground that the indictment did not show upon the face of it that he had 
claimed to be tried by a jury, and was therefore bad. The fact that 
he had so claimed was stated at the head of the depositions returned by 
the clerk to the justices in petty sessions. The chairman held that the 
indictment was good, and directed a plea of not guilty to be entered. The 
prisoner was convicted. The question was whether the indictment was 
good. No counsel appeared. 

Lord Russert or Kittowen, C.J.—The short point is whether, in order 
to give jurisdiction to the Court of Quarter Sessions, it was necessary to 
allege in the indictment that the prisoner had elected to be tried by a jury 
under section 17 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879. That section 

that ‘‘a person who is charged before a court of summary juris- 
iction with an offence in respect of the commission of which an offender 
is liable on summary conviction to be imprisoned for a term exceeding 
three months, and which is not an assault, may, on appearing before the 
court, and before the charge is gone into, but not afterwards, claim to be 
tried by a jury, and thereupon the court of summary jurisdiction shall 
deal with the case in ail respects as if the accused were charged with an 
indictable offence, and not with an offence punishable on summary 
conviction, and the offence shall as respects the person so charged be 
deemed to be an indictable offence, and if the person so charged is 
committed for trial or bailed to appear for trial shall be prosecuted 
accordingly.”” I think that upon the facts existing in this case the Court 
of Quarter Sessions had jurisdiction to try the prisoner, and that there is 
no substance whatever in the objection to the indictment. 

Po.1ock, B., and Hawks, Grantuam, and Lawrance, JJ., concurred. 

Conviction affirmed. 
[Reported by T. R. C. Dr, Barrister-at-Law. } 


JONES v. GERMAN—5th August 


Szarnch Warrant—Iyrormation on OatH—InrorMATION StaTinc Mere 
Suspicion THAT Goops HAVE BEEN StoLen—Svurriciency or InrorMA- 
TION—WARRANT NOT SpEciryinc Goops—Svurriciency oF WARRANT. 


Action tried by Lord Russell of Killowen, C.J., with a jury. After the 
findings of the jury the case was reserved for further consideration, and 
his lordship took time to consider his judgment, which he now gave in 
favour of the defendant. The facts fully appear in the judgment. 

Lord Russe.t or Kri1owen, C.J., read the following judgment :—This 
is an action for illegal arrest, false imprisonment, and trespass to goods. 
The plaintiff was at the time material to this action employed as butler 
and bailiff to one Thomas Wood, at Brasted, in Kent. The defendant is 
a justice of the peace for the county of Kent. On the Ist of June, 1895, 
Thomas Wood swore an information before the defendant that ‘‘ he hath 
just and reasonable cause to suspect, and doth suspect, that William 
Jones, of Brasted, has in his possession certain property belonging to 
the said Thomas Wood, who upon his oath does depose and say that the 
said William Jones bas been in his employ for five years and is now under 
notice to quit, and that he has requested the said William Jones to allow 
him to search several boxes which the said William Jones has had packed 
ready to be taken away, but which he refused to be looked through.’ 
On the same day the defendant granted a search warrant for the said 

8, authorizing the constable of the parish of Sevenoaks in the follow- 

g terms: ‘‘ With proper assistance to enter the said premises occupied 
by the said William Jones, in the day time, and there diligently search 
for the said goods, and if the same, or any part thereof, shall be found 
yy such search, that you bring the goods so found, and also the body 
of the said William Jones, before me or some other of her Majesty’s justices 
of the peace in and for the said county of Kent, to be disposed of and 

In pursuance of the warrant a search for the 
poy of Thomas Wood was made in the presence of the plaintifi and 
Wood, and Thomas Wood then identified and claimed as his pro- 
perty certain articles, all of which articles were found packed in the boxes 
the plaintiff, and the plaintiff was thereupon charged by Thomas Wood 
stealing them, and was taken into custody. ee the plain- 
in due course of law charged before the defendant with stealin 

g and was committed for trial at the quarter sessions, a 
jury returned a true bill. Subsequently it was between 
and Thomas Wood, that in consideration of Thomas Wood 
any evidence against the plaintiff, certain of the articles 
iven up to Thomas Wood, and that the plaintiff would take 
6 for false imprisonment or malicious prusecution against 
Wood. In pursuance of the terms of this agreement no evidence 
offered on the part of the prosecution, and a verdict of not guilty 
was returned. The plaintiff then brought the present action against the 
defendant, alleging that the warrant was granted illegally and without 
, because the information did not charge the commission of 
any criminal offence, and did not specify the goods for which search was 


desired. 
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The jury assessed the plaintiff’s damages at £15 if the defendant 





was liable 7 in respect of the search, and at £75 if he was liable for 


the arrest and imprisonment until committal for trial; subject, however, 
to the a subsequently argued before me—whether the defendant 
was liable at all. I will deal with these two objections in the above. 
mentioned order. Now, it seems clear that at common law a justice hag 
the general power to issue a search warrant for stolen goods (see 2 Hale’s 
Pleas of the Crown, 113, 149, 150; Entick v. Carrington, 12 Howell’s 
State Trials, 1067; Burn’s Justice of the Peace, vol. 5, p. 1180); and 
although the earlier authorities are not clear on the subject, it was 
expressly decided by a strong court in Elsee v. Smith {1 Dow. & R. p. 
97) that an allegation of the actual commission of a felony is not neces- 
sary to justify a trate in granting a search warrant. Abbot, O.J., 
in giving judgment in that case, said: ‘‘It need not be a positive and 
direct averment upon oath that the goods were stolen in order to justify 
the magistrate in granting his warrant. There are many cases in which 
a cautious man might not choose to swear that his property is stolen, 
nevertheless he might have great reason to suspect a particular party, and 
the magistrate would be well warranted in granting his search warrant. 
Suppose the case of a horse which has been lost by its owner and it is 
found in the ion of another person, the owner in that case might 
not like to take upon himself to swear that the horse had been stolen, for 
it may have strayed; but when he finds that his horse is concealed in the 
stable of another m he may very naturally conclude that it must be 
stolen, from the circumstances of the concealment, and therefore he may 
very conscientiously swear that he suspects it to have been stolen. If 
under such circumstances the magistrate is not authorized in issting his 
search warrant, it might happen in many cases that felonies would go 
undetected.” It seems to me, therefore, that on this part of the case the 
question is whether the information can be fairly understood as alleging 
reasonable grounds for ting that the goods were being feloniously 
dealt with by the defendant. I think it can. Supposing (to take the 
illustration put by the defendant’s learned counsel) the same language to 
be the subject of an action of libel with the innuendo suggested, it would 
be, in my judgment, wrong to rule that the words complained of were 
not capable of bearing that innuendo. But it is said that this warrant is 
granted under section 103 of the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, which says: “ [f any 
credible witness shall prove upon oath before a justice of the peate a 
reasonable cause to suspect that any person has in his possession or on his 
premises any property whatsoever on or with respect to which any offence 
punishable either upon indictment or upon summary conviction by virtue 
of this Act shall have been a the justice may grant a warrant 
to search for such property as in the case of stolen goods.’’ I greatly 
doubt whether this section applies to stolen goods, and, at any rate, I do 
not think it was meant to alter the law in t of search warrants for 
goods sup to be stolen. The language of the section suggests to my 
mind that its object is to apply the practice as regards search warrants for 
stolen goods to goods in respect of which some offence under the Act 
(other than larceny) has been committed. The conclusion, therefore, that 
I have come to on this point is that, on the authority of the case of Elsee 
v. Smith, the information was good at common law and was sufficient to 
justify the warrant. The second objection taken is that the information 
should have specified the goods for which search was desired; and that 
the warrant was a general warrant because it did not specify the goods, 
and that it was therefore bad. As to this, I cannot find it anywhere laid 
down that a search warrant must specify the goods, and indeed it is easy 
to suggest many cases where it might be impossible for the person laying 
the information to do so. Probably in most cases there is no difficulty in 
the matter, and for that reason the usual forms for the information and 
the warrant are drawn up in that way. I think, therefore, both objections 
fail, and my judgment is for the defendant. Judgment for defendant.— 
Counset, Lawson Walton, Q.C., and A. Gill; Carson, Q.C , and Hohler ; 
Sorscrrors, Charles Everett ; Routh, Stacey, § Castle, for Knocker, Knocker, § 
Holcroft, Sevenoaks. 


[Reported by Sir Suzenston Baxenr, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. | 


GOODSON v. THE SUNBURY GAS CONSUMERS CO. (LIM.)—5th July. 


Pusitic Nuisance iv Highway~Sratutory Dury, Breach or—Pegnatty 
Imposep sy SrarvrzE on Gas Company—Sprecira Damace—Ruicur or 
Action—Gasworks Cxauses Act, 1847 (10 Vicr. c. 15), s. 11, 29. 


Further consideration by Lord Russell of Killowen, O.J., in an action 
tried before him with a special jury on the 2nd of July. His lordship took 
time to consider his judgment, which he now delivered in favour of the 
plaintiff. The facts are fully stated in the judgment. 

Lord Russett oy Kitiowen, O.J., read the following judgment :— The 
plaintiff in this action seeke to recover damages for personal injuries sus- 
tained by him in consequence of being thrown out of a vehicle, in which 
with others he was driving. The defendants had been la down a gas 
main, and for that purpose had dug a trench along the side of the road, 
which they filled up so carelessly and defectively that the wheel of the 
vehicle in which the plaintiff was riding sank suddenly into the trench, 
causing the vehicle to upset, and throwing out the plaintiff and other 
occupants. The jury found (1) that the company failed to reinstate and 
make good the road ; (2) that the company failed to kee the road in good 
repair ; (3) that the company were guilty of negligence in the original 

ing up of the road; (4) that the accident was caused by the defen- 
dante’ neg! ce to make good the road, and in keeping the road in good 
re ; (5) that the state of the road over the trench and its condition con- 

tuted a nuisance, in the sense that it was a danger to those using the 
road ; (6) that the nuisance was caused by the defendant company ; (7) 


| Sameane £250. The defendants contended that ng An nevertheless 
no 


t liable, because by section 11 of the Gasworks Clauses Act, 1847, a 
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malty is imposed for failing to properly reinstate the road, and that 
eae they could not be made liable in an action for damages as well. 
In my opinion, however, thio section 11 — a: if not exclu- 
sively, with cases of delay in carrying out completing work, &c., 
which the Act enjoins; and I think it is not applicable to cases like the 
resent, where the work has apparently been completed, but turns out to 
fone been improperly and carelessly; executed from the i 
But even assuming it to bear the interpretation sought to be 
put on it by the defendants, I do not think the defendants 
can escape liability in the present action. All the cases cited to 
me as shewing that the imposition of a penalty for breach of a 
statutory duty does away with the right to maintain an action for 
damages were cases where there was a breach merely of a statutory 
duty, as in Atkinson v. Newcastle Waterworks Co. (25 W. R. at p. 796, 2 
Ex. D. 448). In thatcase Lord Cairns s3id that whether or not au action 
for damages for breach of a statutory duty could be maintained depended 
on ‘‘the purview of the Legislature in the statute and the 
uage there employed.’’ Thisseems to me the true view. Each case 
must be judged by itself. But in this case it is not, in my ag eae 
necessary to consider whether it was intended by the Gasworks uses 
Act, 1847, to take away a right of action in respect of the breaches of 
merely statutory duties, for which penalties are imposed by the Act 
This I have not to decide now, because in this case we have a great deal 
more than the breach of a duty im by the Gasworks Clauses Act. 
The jury in this case have found that the defendants left the road in a 
condition which constituted a public nuisance for which, quite apart from 
the statute, they would be liable to an indictment, and for the consequences 
of which they are to be held responsible: see Borough of Bathurst v. 
Macpherson (4 App. Cas. 267). Finally, it is to be noticed that it is 
expressly provided by section 29 of the Act that nothing in the Act or the 
special Act shall prevent the undertakers from being liable to an indict- 
ment for nuisance or to any other legal proceedings to which they may be 
liable in consequence of making or supplying gas. This section is, in my 
opinion, wide enough tocover the present case, but for the reasons I have 
given I think the defendants may, apart from it, be made liable in such 
an action as the present. Judgment for plaintiff.—Counse., Kemp, Q.C., 
and A. Powell; Cock, Q.C., and Courthope-Munroe. Sorscrrors, Hicks, 

Davis, § Hunt ; Kent § Son. 

[Reported by Sir Suzrston Baker, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.1 


THOMAS v. JENNINGS AND OTHERS—12th August. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—TENANT’S FixturEs—Ricut To SEVER FROM THE 
FREEHOLD AFTER ExprraTIon or TENANCY. 


This was an action tried before Hawkins, J., and a special jury on the 
12th of March, and subsequently, the jury having been discharged, was 
argued on further consideration. The facts were as follows: On the 12th 
of April, 1872, Alfred Welch, being the owner in fee simple of ‘“‘ The 
Manor House,” gardens, &c., situate at Southall, demised the same to 
Edward Weston for a term of twenty-one years from the 25th of March, 
1872. In the lease was contained a covenant on the part of the lessee on 
the termination of the demise to poeny surrender to Welch the 
demised premises ‘‘ together with all landlord’s fixtures and all erections 
and buildings to be erected and built on the said demised premises or any 
part thereof.’’ On the 17th of September, 1879, Weston, the lessee, 
assigned the residue of his term to the plaintiff Thomas, who thereupon 
entered upon the premises, and paid rent, and became tenant to Welch. 
During the said term, and after,the assignment, Thomas erected on the 
premises a vinery, with shed adjoining, a peach house, a forcing house, 
four top lights to a pit, and a sundial. These were tenant’s , 
which might have been removed during the tenancy. A correspondence 
was opened between Thomas and Welch with reference to the fixtures. 
Thomas asked that he might leave the fixtures on the premises at the 
expiration of his leate so that they could be taken by an incoming tenant, 
or that he might remove them if not so taken. Welch assented, saying 
that Thomas might send his workmen on the premises at any time 
whilst it was in his possession unlet. The jury at the trial 
found that Welch consented and agreed to permit the plaintiff 
to leave the said fixtures on the premises with the view of their 
ane purchased by Welch or by an incoming tenant, and failing such 
ee ase that the plaintiff should be entitled to remove the same. 

omas quitted the premises at the expiration of his lease, leavin 
behind him the fixtures. On the 24th of June, 1890, Welch aeleaael 
the demised premises, subject to prior incumbrances, to the defendants 
Jennings and Finch ; and they, on the 8th of February, 1894, appointed 
the defendant Ellis to be the receiver of the rents under the provisions of 
the Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881, s. 24, and he on that 
day entered into possession of the premises on their behalf. No reletting 
of the premises took place between the time of the plaintiff quitting and 
the —_— 4 — In bebelfjer the a Ln egy tenant 
opened n ons Ellis, on ie mortgagees, for the 
house, put he was not willing to purchase the fixtures at the Pang bey 
Thomas then desired to remove the fixtures, but Ellis ed to give 
him permission, except under the condition that £30 should be deposited 
to make oe the damage that would be caused by the removal. Plain- 
tiff would not accept this condition, and thereupon the defendants 
refused to let the plaintiff remove any of the fixtures, denying his right 
to do so, or to enter on the premises. The plaintiff thereupon brought 
this action for the delivery up of the said fixtures and chattels or their value, 
and damages for their wrongful detention, and alternatively damages for 
being wrongfully prevented from removing the same. After hearing 
ne on both sides, the learned judge (Hawkins, J.) reserved judg- 
ment. 


On the 12th of August the learned judge delivered a written judg- 


ment to the following effect. Had the action been against Welch whilst 
in possession for non-fulfilment of his t, a binding con-’ 
tract might be established without an ting, for such a contract 
could not be described as a contract for the sale of goods or chattels under 
section 17 of the Statute of Frauds nor for the sale of an interest concern- 
ing lands within section 4, for the right to remove tenant’s fixtures from 
the freehold does not give the tenant an interest in the freehold: Halen 
v. Runder (1 C. M. & R. 266) and Lee v. Gaskell (24 W. R. 824,1 Q. B. D. 
700). He was inclined to think that if the pny agp amounted to a 
licence to enter — the premises at a future in order to sever the 
fixtures from the freehold, it would be invalid as not being in wat: 
Wood v. Leadbitter (13 M & W. 838), Roffey v. Henderson (17 Q. B., A. & E. 
N.S8., 574). The ent, however, only amounts to a promise on the 
part cf Welch to give plaintiff to leave the fixtures on the 
premises, or in a particular event to remove them. The tenant’s right to 
sever his fixtures, as a general rule, exists only during his tenancy: Lyden . 
v. Russell (1 B. & Ad. 394). The landlord's right to claim the fixtures 
begins when the tenant ceases to occupy as tenant: Cumberland Union 
Banking Co. v. Maryport Hematite, §¢. Co. (40 W. R. 280; 1892, 1 Ch. D. 
415). The defendants were mortgagees in ion under a deed subse- 
quent to the erection of the fixtures, and the agreement byjWelch could 
not bind or affect their rights: Porter v. Drew (28 W. R. 672,5 C. P.-D. 
143). The defendants were fully justified in standing upon their legal 
rights, and he came to the conclusion that they were entitled to judgment. 
Judgment for defendants.—Counsgx,JChannell, Q.C., and Plumptre ; Crump, 
Q.C., and Rolland. Soutcitors, A. L. Houlder ; Jennings § Finch. ‘ 


{ Reported by E. G. Srituwext, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re SCOTT, Ex parte SCOTT—Vaughan Williams and Kennedy, JJ., 30th 
April. 
Bankruptcy — Act or Bankruptcy — Orat Notice or Suspension 
or Payment—Banxrvuptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 4, 
SUB-SECTION 1 (H). 


This was an — by the debtor, Miss Alice Scott, —_ a receiving 
order made by the registrar of the County Court of terbury. “he 
facts material to the decision were as follow. Upon the 16th of January 
a creditor of Miss Scott called upon her, and was asked to call again upon 
the 18th of January for payment of his account and that of a Mr. Lewis, 
the petitioning creditor. Upon calling upon the 18th of Jan the 
servant opened the door only so far as the chain would permit and said 
that Miss Scott would see nobody. Miss Scott called out from inside, ‘‘ I 
won’t see younow.’’ The creditor said, ‘‘ Won’t you pay my debt or 
Mr. Lewis’s,’”’ to which she replied, ‘‘ No, I won’t pay any now. It 
is too late, I am acting under advice. I refuse to see anybody at all.’’ 
The registrar held these words to constitute a notice of suspension of pay- 
ment, and made a — order against Miss Scott. It was contended 
on her behalf upon the hearing of the appeal that her words did not 
amount to a notice of suspension, but only meant that she could not pay 
at the moment, and that if this were held to be notice of suspension then 
every debtor who says to a creditor, ‘‘I can’t pay you now, but shall be 
able to in a few days,’’ may be held to have committed an act of bank- 
ruptcy. 
ue Court (VavucHAN Witurams and Kennepy, JJ.) dismissed the 

a 1. 
. AUGHAN WIL.1AMs, J., stated that this case raised a new point, as all 
the reported cases on this particular act of bankruptcy were cases of 
traders, and that he had had considerable doubt as to whether the 
lature ever intended this act of bankruptcy to apply to non-traders; but 
that, as there was no express limitation of this act to traders in the statute, 
he was not pre to say that it was so limited. If the debtor in this 
case had not added the words “‘I am acting under advice, I refuse to see 
anybody,” she would not have given a notice of intention to suspend pay- 
ment, but those words shewed that she intended to deal with her creditors 
collectively, and not with any one of them separately, because she had not 
enough money to pay them all in full. 

Kennepy, J., concurred.—Counssi, Muir Mackenzie; J. H. W. Weigall. 
Sourcrrors, Prior, Church, ¢ Adams ; Kingsford § Dorman. 

[Reported by P. M. Francxs, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re DAGNALL, Ex parte SOANE & MORLEY—Vaughan Williams and 
Wright, JJ., 3rd August. 

Bankruptcy — Marrrep Woman Carryinc on A Traps — Marrrep 

Women’s Prorgrry Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 75), s. 1 (5) —Norice or 

“~—_ olan Payment—Banxrvuptey Acr, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. 

c. 52), s. 4 (1) #. 


This was an appeal against a refusal to make a receiving order in the 
county court at Brighton. Mrs. Dagnall, the debtor, had traded 
separately from her husband as a publican from the 6th of April to the 
15th of December, 1894. Upon the latter date she sold the goodwill of 
her public-house, retaining the licence in her ee eS ee 
and being owed debts incurred in the course of trading. Upon the 
of January, 1895, her solicitors, with her authority, sent out circalars to 
each of her creditors asking them to attend eS eee 
oe et 8 Se oe ee og 





intended to suspend ent. A petition was in the 1 
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ee in weno ent, but that no recei 
order ought to be made, because Mrs. eguall ‘wes at ona rer 
at the date of the act of bankruptcy alleged, and consequently did not 
come within the words of section 1 (5) of the Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1882, ‘‘ Every ‘married woman carrying on a trade separately from 
her husband shall, in respect of her separate property, be subject to the 
bankruptcy laws in the same way as if she were a feme sole.” 

Tue Court (Vavonan Wixu1aMs and Wriaut, JJ.), held, firstly, that the 
circular was a to a notice of suspension of payment because, 
although it did not state in terms that she intended to suspend payment, 

et it was such a circular as would have rendered it dishonest of Mrs. 
nall to pay any one of her creditors separately between the date of the 
circular and the day appointed for the meeting. Secondly, they held that 
Mrs. Dagnall was still ‘‘ carrying on a trade”’ within the meaning of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, because she had not yet paid off 
all her trade debts, and indeed the circular issued to her creditors was in 
respect of trade debts. Therefore, as she was still carrying on a trade at the 
date of the act of bankruptcy alleged in the petition, a receiving order 
ought to be made against her.—Counsrt, Bigham, Q.C., and Glenn; 
Witt, Q.C., and Poley. Soxicrrons, Burnett; Barran, Pegge, § Jupp. 


{Reported by P. M. Faanoxez, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Re NEWTON, Ex parte THE NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK—Vaughan 
Williams and Wright, JJ., 4th August. 


Banxrurtcy—Proor—Securep Crepiror—AMENDMENT OF VALUATION OF 
—Bawnxevrrcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), Scuevute II., 
RULEs 12, 13. 


This was an appeal from the decision of his honour Judge Austin in the 
County Court at Bristol, allowing the bank to amend the valuation of 
their security. The receiving order was made on the 10th of December, 
1894; and upon the 9th of August, 1895, the bank presented a proof for 
£517 15s. 7d., stating that they held as security the assignment of a policy 
for £500 upon the debtor’s life, and valuing the same at £10. Upon the 
10th of December, 1895, the debtor died, the bank at once gave notice of 
the assignment to the insurance company and proceeded to prove their 
title to the policy. Upon the 2ist of December the trustee tendered £10 
to the manager of the bank at Bristol, which was refused. Upon the 9th 
of January, 1896, the bank served notice of motion for leave to amend 
their proof by valuing their security at £500 instead of £10. The motion 
was heard upon the 7th of February, when leave to amend was granted. 

Tue Court (Vavenan Witu1aMs and Waicur, JJ.) dismissed the appea 
without calling upon counsel for the respondents; concurring in the 
view of the learned county court judge, that tender of the assessed value 
of the security was not equivalent to oo under rule 12 of Schedule 
II. of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883: ‘The trustee may at any time redeem 
the security on payment of the assessed valuation”; and that the bank 
were entitled to leave to amend under rule 13 of the same schedule: 

' Where a creditor has so valued his security he may at any time amend 
his valuation on shewing to the satisfaction of the trustee or the court 
a that the security has . . . increased in value.’’—Covunse, 
Muir Mackenzie + Reed, Q.C., and Weatherly. Soxtcrrors, Sibly § Dickin- 
son; Wilde, Berger, § Moore. 

[Reported by P. M. Francxz, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re CLARK, Ex parte BEYER, PEACOCK, & CO. (LIM.)—Q. B. Div., 7th 
August. 

Banxrurtcy—Issvz or Notice—Sunszavenr Return to ENGLAND oF 
Devtor—Sernvice—Arr.ication to Set Astwpne Norice—Banxrvurtcy 
i 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52) s. 4, sus-sEcrion 1 (a), AND 6, SUB-SECTION 

D). 


This was an appeal by Messrs. Beyer, Peacock, & Oo., from an order of 
Mr. Registrar G setting aside a bankruptcy notice. The appellants 
were creditors of the respondent, Mateo Clark, and obtained judgment 
against him for over £4,000, and thereupon issued a bankruptcy notice 
— him under section 4 sub-section 1 (g) of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52). The debtor, a Peruvian subject, resided 
abroad since 1891, and was abroad at the time the bankruptcy notice was 
issued, but it was served upon him on his return to ngland for a day or 
two. The debtor thereupon applied under section 6 (d) to have the bank- 
ruptcy notice set aside. That section says thata creditor shall not be 
entitled to present a bankruptcy petition against a debtor unless, among 
other tions, ‘‘ the debtor is domiciled in England, or within a year 
before the date of the presentation of the petition has ordinarily resided 
or had a dwelling-house or place of business in England.’ The registrar 
ordered it to be set aside, on the ground that, as he had no residence or 

of business in England, he was not at the time the notice was 

subject to the English bankruptcy law. ‘From this decision the 
creditors ” d. It was contended on their behalf that the order was 
wrong. ection to the bankruptcy notice should be made on the 
hearing of the petition. Section 6 only relates to the conditions on which 
a creditor may a. Re Easton, Ex parte Dixon (10 Morrell, 111). For 
the respondent it was contended that the word ‘‘debtor”’ in section 4 of 
the Bankruptcy Act means a debtor properly subject to the English law 


of » namely, one against whom 1 ition in bankruptcy can 
be presented: Re Lynce, Ec parte Lester ¢ 00. (41 W. BR. 488; 71893, 
2Q. B. 113). 4 and 6 must be construed together, and if the 


debtor is not subject to the laws of England at the time of the notice, the 

notice can be set aside, Ex parte Blain, Re Sawers (28 W. R. 334, 12 Ob. D. 

Shah const bes no fecaliction tae Sues seen oor ted eae 
no jurisdic 6 no’ shou t aside. Re 

W. B 532; 1892, 2 Q. B. 263). Fs 3 sy 
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Tux Court (Linpiey, Lorzs, and Ricsy, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Linpiey, L.J., in giving judgment, said that the poiat taken by the 
learned counsel on of the appellants wasa good one. The difficulty 
in the case arose upon the construction of section 4, sub-sect'on i (g). 
Judgment had been obtained against the respondent; this was a valid 
judgment, and the respondent was therefore a debtor. On the 23rd June 
a.bankruptcy notice was issued, and subsequent to this the respondent 
returned to England, thus rendering him:elf liable to be proceeded 
against under the Bankruptcy Act. He was then served with the notice. 
It was contended for him that he was not a ‘‘debtor”’ within the meaning 
of section 4, because under section 6 (d) he could not have a petition 
presented against him ; and if not a ‘‘debtor’’ no notice could be issued. 
That was the point the court had to decide. The authorities cited did 
not ory to precisely touch this point, but the court was of opinion that 
to uphold the contention of the counsel for the respondent would be to 
place too narrow a construction upon section 4. They therefore came to 
the conclusion that the notice, although it was issued before the debtor 
came to land, was valid, and that there had been a good service. The 
appeal should therefore be allowed. 

Lores and Ricsy, LJJ., delivered judgments to the same effect. 
Appeal allowed with costs.—Counset, 7. W. Chitty and Herbert Chitty; 
Muir Mackenzie. Souscrrors, Pritchard, Englefield $ Co., for John Leigh, 
Manchester ; Harwood and Stephenson. 

(Reported by E. G. Srittwett, Barrister-at-Law. | 








LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Annvat Report. 

(Continued from page 702 ) 

Trial of Commercial Cases.—In April last a memorial signed by certain 
merchants, underwriters, shipowners, and solicitors of the City of London 
was prepared for presentation to the Lord Chief Justice. It was to the 
effect that they had heard with much regret thatit was proposed to make 
a change in the constitution of the court to which for the past year com- 
mercial causeshad been assigned. They pointed out that the judge who 
had hitherto usually presided in that court had had a long and special 
experience in commercial work, {which had gained for him the confidence 
of all classes of suitors who had resarted to the court; but that, apart from 
that consideration, they desired to point out that, successful as the court 
had been, it was still in an experimental stage, and that its ultimate 
success would depend entirely upon the continuity of its methods, which 
would be endangered by a change in its constitution at the present stage, 
before the practice which had been initiated by the judge referred to had 
become crystallized and had become familiar to business men and to prac- 
titioners throughout the country. For these reasons the memorialists ex - 
pressed a hope that no change would be made which would remove from 
the court the judge who had hitherto usually presided over it. The Pre- 
sident called the attention of the Council to this memorial, and a resolu- 
tion was passed strongly recommending it to the consideration of the 
Lord Chief Justice and the judges of the Supreme Court, and a statement 
to this effect was endorsed on the memiorial signed by the President and 
submitted to the Lord Chief Justice; and the Council have reason to 
believe that after the present circuit is over the Commercial Court will for 
some time, at least, have the assistance of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Mr. Justice Mathew, who have done so much towards its great success. 

Legal Procedure.—At the special general meeting held on the 24th of 
April, the following resolution was passed, viz.: ‘‘ That in the opinion 
of this Society a reform is desirable the administration and arrange- 
ment existing in the Queen’s Bench Division.” This resolution, as well 
as detailed wemeiees made by the member of the Society who moved it, 
have been considered by the Council ; and the Council, while approving of 
the principle of the recommendation made by the member in question that 
there should be an adequate number of judges permanently in town to 
deal with London business, consider it undesirable to put forward or 
promote any scheme dealing with details of rearrangement and allocation 
of business to particular courts and judges at the present time, or until 
the number of judges is increased. The Council are of opinion that the 
judges can themselves best distribute the business in the manner most 
calculated to méet the daily exigencies as they arise, and they adhere to 
the opinion which they have repeatedly expressed, that divisional courts 
should be abolished. The Council also think it would be for general con- 
venience that ts should be made by which summonses attended 
by ccunsel should be taken at a partitular hour, and those attended by 
colicitors at some other hour. 

Lancashire Sittings.—In March last the President attended a deputation 
to the Lord Chancellor from aes and Manchester, and supported 
the views of the Liverpool and Manchester Law Societies with reference to 
their —— to have arrangements made for continuous sittings in 


Life Assurance Companies (Payment into Court) Act, 1896.—Before this Bill 
became law the Lord Chancellor asked the Council to suggest to him the 
draft of rules to be made under it, and the Council have settled a set of 
draft rules, and have submitted them to his lordship for his consideration. 

Land Transfer.—The Committee of the House of Commons appointed to 
take evidence on this subject last year suspended their sittings in conse- 
quence of the dissolution without having concluded the evidence, and 
made a report of the evidence actually taken before them without any 

usions. In the course of the evidence given before the Committee by 


conch: 
) Mr. Wolstenholme and others suggestions were made for simplifying the 
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law relating to the transfer of real property without the establishment of CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
a register, and the Council had a draft of a Bill settled by Mr. Wolsten- Dissoturion. 
holme for carrying such suggestions into effect, and it was sent to the icitors & 
Lord Chancellor for his consideration. As no Bill was introduced by the | James Tuck Wrruens and Joun Jamzs Wand Ww. WC. a n . . 
Government this year in connection with the subject, the Council have | Withers), Maltravers House, Arundel-street, Stran [Gazette ~ is. 
’ 


abstained from actively promoting their own Bill in the present Session. 
The Council recommend that when the subject next occu) the attention 
of Parliament the Bill drafted by them should be introduced. 


Brits 1x PARLIAMENT. 


Judicial Trustee Bill.—The reports of the Council for the years 1891, 
1892, and 1895 referred to Bills brought into Parliament ha’ for their 
objects the appointment of a public trustee to undertake the administra- 
tion of private trusts. Last year a Committee of the House of Commons 
was appointed to consider the subject of the administration of trusts, and, 
after taking evidence, including that of the then President and ‘other 
members of the Society, made a report to the House. A Bill to give 
effect to this report was introduced last Session, and again this ee a 
Bill, entitled the Judicial Trustee Bill, which, as introduced, 
practically identical with the Bill of last’ year, has been put fepeevl. 
The Council, while preferring the scheme recommended by the Select 
Committee to that of the Public Trustee Bills of previous Sessions, and 
while wholly approving of the principle embodied in the present Bill of 
affording relief to trustees, felt very diffident as to the operation of the 
provisions relating to the appointment of judicial trustees, and confirmed 
a report on the subject made by the committee of the Council to whom 
the matter was referred, and sent the report to the Lord Chancellor, the 
law officers of the Crown, Sir Robert Reid, and others interested in the 
matter. The Council suggested various alterations in the Bill, and many 
of their suggestions have been given effect to in Committee, and they hope 
that the Bil! may be still further improved in the House of Lords. 


(To be continued ) 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFER OF ACTION. 
Orver or Court. 
Wednesday, the 12th day of August, 1896. 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the schedule hereto 
shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams. 
SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Currry (1896—C—No. 1,262). 
In re The Carrara Marble Co, Limited. Edward Archer v The Carrara 
Marble Co, Limited. 
Hatssury, C. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. W. Frooxs Wooprorps, who was for over fifteen years the judge 
of the Derbyshire County Courts, died very suddenly last week, at his 
residence at Loi elton, Suffolk. Mr. Woodforde, who in June attained 
his eightieth birthday, had been very unwell for some months, but had im- 
proved in health, and had only returned a few days before from Eastbourne. 
He was a con of the late Mr. Thomas Ffooks, clerk of the peace for Dorset, 
and Frances Sophia, daughter of the Rev. F. Woodforde, rector of 
Ansford, Somerset. He was educated at Sherborne School and at Exeter 
College, Oxford, where he took his degree in 1842. In 1852 he married 
Anne Oliver, eldest daughter of Mr. W. Beadon, J.P., of Otterhead, 
Devon. Mr. Ffooks was admitted a barrister of the Inner Tem _' 
January, 1844, and went the Western Circuit ; he was leader of the 
Sessions, and sometime deputy-judge of the Tolzey Court, Bristol. He 
assumed the name of Woodforde in 1870. In 1874 he was appointed by 
the then Lord Chancellor (the late Lord Cairns) county court judge of 
Derbyshire. He retired in 1889. The late Mr. Woodforde’s eldest son 
(Mr. W. Beadon Woodforde) occupies the position of registrar of the 
Derby County Court. 


We have also to record the death of Mr. Trmorny Crossy, Registrar of 
Stockton and Middlesbrough County Court, which took place on the 14th 
inst., after only three days’ illness, in the eeventieth year of his age. Mr. 
Crosby was admitted a solicitor in 1849, and was a partner in the firm of 
Crosby, Farmer, & Crosby. He took an active interest in local affairs, 
and was for some time a member of the Durham County Council. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


The Queen has been pleased to — the appointment of Mr. Ropert 
Ssrrn Arxman, of the Indian Civil Service, who now holds the appoint- 
rey abbey Acting Judge in the High Court of Allahabad, to be a Judge of 

a 


Mr. Rozerr Toy has been appointed Clerk to Mr. McConnell, Chairman 
of the Quarter Sessions for the County of London; and Mr. Epwix 
CocksEpGE ae many years clerk to Sir Harry Poland, Q.C.) has been 
——— Clerk to Mr. Loveland-Loveland, Deputy-Chairman of the same 

ons. 


GENERAL. 


A marriage has been ed, and will shortly take place, between the 
Right. Hon. Mr. Pacts Malden. of of Nutley, county Babiin, and Jessie 
Isabelle, daughter of the late Mr. Richard Warburton, D.L., of Garryhinch, 
King’s County. 

The Recorder of Dublin, Mr. Frederick Falkiner, Q C., has received the 
honour of knighthood from the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. 








WARNING TO INTENDING House PuRcHASERS AND uclanean ae wat pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary 
Examined by an Ex; aberdeen The eww: 

65, Victoria-street, house, 2 guineas ; ; 
country by cmaguaai. ‘(established 1875. thoes. ] 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
RESULTS OF SALES. 


Despite the dead season, Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranriniy’s Periodical Sale of 
Reversions and Life Policies on Thursday, the 20th inst. wee and very suc- 
cessful, the amount realized hegre eee A g's gS The some of the principal 
results :— Absolute to one-third of £34,500, lives 60 and 6l, s sold for £6,000 ; 
‘Absolute Reversion to one-sixth of 4,00, ie Ol sold for #470, one-fourteenth Share 
Properties in pos: ae, poodusing suld for £1,035 ; pk eg 
ance for ng Shite 83, a for £1040. oe1,bO0 and £1,800, lives 64 and 73 

sold for £1760; £1,000, life 72, sold for £750; £3,000, life 51, "ld for £380; 
£3,500, li fe 63, sold for £300. 

The same firm are offering Freehold Ground Rents of £648 per annum, and other 
Properties, on Wednesday next, the 26th inst. 


S. 








WINLING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette—Fuipay, Aug. 14. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoanrep mx Caancery. 
Genera Secunitizs Trust axD a Liurrzp—Creditors are eles or 
Sept 26, to send their names and addresses, and the Pan ee or 
to Alfred Flower, 23 Bucklersbury. Jones & Co, Liverpool, solors to liquidator 
Jowett, pets & Co, Laurrep—Creditors are gy ee ore Sept 12, to 
send eir names and addresses and the particulars of or claims, to Henry 
Lees Hi oe 4 
are required, on or before Sept 16, to send 
their names and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Foster Cates, 28, 


ere Brick anp True Co, Liurrsp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 25, 
send their names and nd addresses, and to 


Newport, on of their debts or claims, 
pS Lewis Barfoot, Carlton 
Mopern Art Fonesume Co, Luore on or before Oct 1, to send 


their names and ad Rican, ani the pestiodinns of 
Arthur Lawton. 10h, Fleets 
the particulars of their 


Mawpacs Copper 
and 


Quinton Se Go, egy 
maa aad Hill nae of Petsase & ay Fh debes or claims, fo Maurice Ps 


County Patatine or Lancaster. 

H suaw Mitts axp Sprmxo Co, Lunrep—By an order made by the court, dated 
Nov 18, it was ordered ered that t the voluntary winding up of the the company be continued. 
Ascroft & Maw, Oldham, solors for petars 

FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 

Wivow axp Orpnas Fonp or tHe Croxxsnaw Crarz Loves Fairxpiy Socierr, Judge 

Walmsley Inn, i Langho, Blackburn, Lancaster. July 29 
London Gaszette-—Turspay, Aug. 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


names and the pestiowiane © or ‘° 
‘Albert “Eilisoe,. Adrien Benard, Raphael 36, Broad 
Broad st. Currasu Taaawats Go, LinTren-Greditors are pe 
ENTRAL TRAMWAY Luurrsp—Credi 
Saeed Gas ane addresses, and the 


send 
Howard Samuel Smith, 14, Waterloo st, 
G. suaen 5 & Sons, ge Ee nge are 
Armstrong, of Monktouse, & may by 8t Nicholas ~~ gg Neweastle-upon-' 
Gibson , Newcastle-upon-' solors 
Louis he oy ts heard on Oct 38. Bryan — Feta Yor nding up, ey Aug 7, 
Wesennser ery fo per Note oppo 


enc eat SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Buotur ixneszatas Brass Baxp axp sooeets Seaeae Men’s 5 Am Tavern, Bagillt, 
Be cets Toews padies, 11, oye st, Blackburn, Ly a Aug 12 “ 





res osepigiere 
their debts or claime, to Reh x 





BLacKHEATH Botier Heals, pw si ms ano Invastuext Society, 
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Omenee ConsERVATIVE ee Men’s Ciun Society, Crane Court House, High st’ 
Imsford, Aug 12 


Duper ProvipENT Socrery, Saracen’s Head Hotel, Dudley, Worcester. Aug 12 
Goiwe Inpustriat AND Co-orrrATive Socrety, Liwtrrep, Guide, Blackburn, Lancaster. 


KiswortsH InpusTeiat AND Provipent Frernotp Lanp Society, Limitep, Kibwortb, 
Leicester. Aug 1 

Reviance Penmanent Money Society, Trees Inn, Hockley Hill, Birmingham. Aug 12 

—_ —e AND ARTIZANS OF ALL TRADES, Puddlers’ Arms Inn, Rhymney, Mon- 
mou ug 5 

Union Society, Birmingham. Aug 12 

—— ne ieeversis, AND ProvipEent Lanp Society, Liurrep, Wakefield, 

ug 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 

London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 14. 


Leacn, Bapex, Invercargill, Otago, New Zealand, Settler, formerly of Carmarthen, 
South Wales. Novi. Leach v Godlee, Chitty, J. Godlee, Cannon st 


Youne, Anprew, Nottingham, Auctioneer. Oct 1. Allen v Young, Kekewich, J. 
, Nottingham 


Fenny Soe Joun, Bradfield Hall, Bury St Edmunds. 


Oct 19. Adamson vy Young, 
ekewich, J. Partridge, Bury 8t Edmunds ’ 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 7. 


Batu, the Most Hon Joun ALexanveEr, Marquis of, Berkeley sq 
Lincoln’s inn fiel 
Banpcer, Josern Ricnagp, Liverpool Sept11 Shakespeare & Co, Liverpool 


Beswick, Jous, Torkington, nr Stockport Sept 15 Grundey, Stockport 

Brooxes, Witu1am, Llandudno Septi4 Chamberlain & Johnson, Llandudno 

Brown, Jane, Macclesfield Sept9 May, Macclesfield 

Dasurer, Witiram Ricnarp Renvevt, Torquay Sept 29 Dashper, Torquay 

Davin, THEopHitus James, Brighton SeptS Goodman, Brighton 

Dyson, Toomas, Whalley Range, nr Manchester Sept 29 Chapman & Co, Manchester 
Every, Saran, Chiswick Sept 14 Bartlett, BushIn 


Fitzroy, Siz Ropert O’Bries, Park In, K.C.B., Vice Admiral 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Fowxe, Emma, Penn, Stafford Sept20 Neve & Co, Wolverhampton 


Hrssarp, Joux, Bath Sept 30 Taylor, Putney 

Jackson, Witu1aAm NortHover, Queen Victoria st Sept 14 Bartley, Bush In 
Kewzer, Exxey, Farl st, Edgware rd Aug 24 Sheehy, Coleman st 
Layotey, Witiiam, Barking, Essex Sept 18 Preston, Stratford 

Leg, Wiiu14m, Rochdale Sept 25 Standring, Taylor & Co, Rochdale 
Maturmson, Jony, Bradford, York Sept1 Farrar, Bradford 

May, Euma Husparp, Chelmsford, Essex Sept 1 Copland, Chelmsford 
Mexroy, Water, Totnes, Devon, Draper Sept4 Lane & White, Plymouth 


Mircuett, Tuomas ALexanper, Southend on Sea, Physician Sept2l1 Wood & 
me Ram pg ysician Sep 00 Co, 


Nort, Georce, Hertford,Farmer Aug 22 Passingham, Hitchia, Herts 
Pater, Witu14m, Chislehurst, Kent Sept12 Simpson & Co, Southwark 
Parry, Henry, Kingswear, Devon Sept21 Lee & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Penner, Sir Jons, GC MG, Arlington st Oct1 Barlow & James, Fenchurch st 
Paestox, Wittiam AnpErson, York, Chemist Oct1 Bantoft, Selby 

Price, Rosert, Freezywater, Waltham Cross Sept 5 Nickinson & Co, Chancery lane 
Portier, Cuarwes, St George st East Sept 20 Davies, Chancery lane 
oy, Be Ser Taomas Mitvitue, Crakehall, nr Bedale, York Sept 19 


Sept 12 Farrer & Co, 


Sept 12 Farrer & Co, 


Nelson & Co, 


Ray, James, Grassmoor, Derby, Farmer Aug 29 Ward, Chesterfield 
Rosertsos, Daviv Dosiz, New Brunswick, Canada Sept 1 Soames & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


Sanps, Louisa Janz, Brighton Sept 12 Carritt, Mark lane 

SiepLx, Lupwic, Josephine aynue, Brixton hill Sept 1 Russell & Co, Old Jewry chms 
Sarr, Lawrence Doveras, Brighton Sept 30 Stibbard & Co, Leadenhall st 
Syowsat, Witiiam, Wolsingham, Burham May 27 Dickinson & Co, Newcastle upon 


Srernexsox, Witi14m, Carlisle, Cumberland Sept 12 Broughton, Carlisle 

Sronenouse, James, West Hartlepool Sept 1 Geipel, West Hartlepool 

Turxer, Herop, Rochdale Sept1 Stott & Son, Rochdale 

Usperwoop, Sauvet, Reigate, Florist Sept 29 Morrisons & Nightingale, Reigate 

Wesrtoorr, Euma Susay, Liverpool Sept 15 Pride, Liverpool 

belay te ar ae Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Saddler Sept 29 Cripps & 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 11. 

Astox, Gzonas, Ironbridge, Salop Sept 7 Phillips, Shifnal 

Axe, Joszrn Macuix, Doncaster, Veterinary Surgeon Sept1 Bescoby, Retford, Notts 

Bert, Haywan, Dalston, Cumbrid Aug 29 Sewell, Carlisle 

Biccs, Jonw Ropert, Southwark Sept 14 JA&HE Farnfield, Lower Thames st 

Baice, Gzorce, Barton on Humber Sept 15 JT & H Woodhouse, Hull 

Beockiesayk, Saran Exizanern, Clifton, Bristol Sept 15 Stanley & Co, Bristol 

Caawrorp, Huon, Bedford Sept 8 Halliley & Stimson, Bedford 

Curnow, Exiza, Cardiff Sept 14 Stephens, Cardiff 

Doucxwortu, Taomas, Manchester, Merchant Sept 30 Diggles & Ogden, Manchester 

Evaxs, Cuances Sirvesrer, Shaftesbury, Dorset Oct6 Bird & Co, Gray’s inn 8q 

Finviay, Bavcr, Old Trafford, nr Manchester Aug 31 Lambert, Manchester 





Fisner, James, Clifton, Bristol, Artist Sept 14 eimai Bristol 
Forster, WrisansLecningtin, Northumbrid, Butcher Sept 22 Keenlyside & Co, New- 


te ang nates Wim, Harrow Oct 1 Griffiths, Chancery lane 

Hasexpen, James, Kingston upon Hull Sept1S8 Martinson, Hull 

Luckie, Lavinia, Brighton Sept1 Eggar, Brighton 

Oruen, Ayn Cooper, Godalming, Surrey Sept 10 Todd, York bldgs, Adelphi 
PayneEtt, Joun Beprorp, Stratford Aug 28 Sedgwick & Sharman, Stratford 

Perks, Rosert, Torquay Sept 20 Neve & Co, Wolverhampton 

Picksurn, GEorGe Freperick, Edgbaston Sept14 Snow & Atkins, Birmingham 
Reeve, Hester, Sittingbourne, Kent Sept 10 Winch & Co, Sittingbourne 

Surru, Any, Uxbridge rd Sept19 Cross & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Sauirs, Marruew Gores, Lincoln, Farmer October9 Danby &Co, Lincola 
SPEAKMAN, Epwarp, Wallaroo, South Australia Sept10 Blyth & Co, Gresham House 
Srapiey, Sexiva, Brighton Sept 8 Harker, Brighton 

Srooxe, Witu1am, Hotwells, Bristol, Licensed Victualler Sept 14 Johnstone, Bristol 
Surtees, Witt1amM Henry, Sunderland SeptS J & W J Robinson, Sunderland 


8u raat Ane, ee Hore, Health Officer, Rangoon Municipality Oct15 Summers, 
goon. 
Uprox, Jom ISABELLA, Blackheath Sept14 Upton, Blackheath 


Waster, Jonn Musarave, Smyrna, Turkey Sept14 Kinch, Chancery lane 
Watson, WiturAm, Hessle, York Aug31 Thompson & Co, Hull 
Wuirraker, TATTERSALL, Oswaldtwistle, Lancs Sept 12 Westwell, Churc, Lancs 


London Gazette.—Faipay, August 14. 
Bates, Joun, Carlton, Notts Sept 26 Turner & Barrows, Nottingham 
Buscurs1, Marto, Cross st, Hatton grdn Sept30 Valeriani, Cranbourn st 
Carry, Hewry, Anfield, Liverpool Sept 28 Field & Co, Liverpool 
Cater, Mercy Jane, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon Aug26 Friend & Co, Exeter 
Davies, Gwynneta Georarana Biancue, Welbeck st Sept1i Tweed & Co, Lincoln 
Derpman, Wii.1am, Ash, nr Aldershot, Brickmaker Sept 14 Matthews, Guildford 


DocHeErty, Shieldfield, Newcastle upon Tyne, Tailor Sept 14 Ward, Newcastle 
upon e 
Eastwoop, Exiza Anye, Southsea Sept15 Kelsall & Gillson Fareham, Hants 


Feiipine, Lady Mary Frances CATHERINE, West Malvern Oct15 Bowerman, Gray’s 
inn sq 
GairritH, Exizasera Avausta, Clarens, Vaud, Switzerland Sept 23 Allen & Son, Car- 


Hawna, J ia, Romford, Physician Sept 29 White & Leonard, Ludgate circus 
Hywam, Any, Hornsey Rise Sept11 Frost, Leadenhall st 

Kine, Mrs Mary, Windsor Aug 31 Cecil Durant, Windsor 

Lorp, James, Stoke Newington Sept12 Rundle & Hobrow, Basinghall st 

Macxey, Witt1am, Morpeth, Northumbrid Aug 31 Carlyon & Kerby, Truro 
Mattar, Jean, Villeneuve sur Lot Sept 22 Goldberg & Co, West st, Finsbury circus 


aay, Ricuarp Wittiam, Norris st, Haymarket Sept 15 Marshall & Pridham, 
eo) ‘sr 
Newsatt, Bensamiy, Piccadilly Dec1 Frank & Co, Golden sq 


Parker, Wricut, Oldham, Lanes Sept 15 Ponsonby & Carlile, Oldham 

Renvewu, Exity, East Dulwich Sept 25 Romer & Haslam, Copthall chmbrs 

Savace, Emma, Wells, Somerset Sept 29 Davies & Roach, Wells 

Simmons, Emity Saran, Walworth, S E July 10 Dyson & Smith, Devonshire chmbrs 
Sraner, Georce, Margate, Auctioneer Sept 30 Boys, Margate 


Sraryiton, Major Henry Mires, Myton Hall, Helperby, York Sept 15 
Scott, Yor 
Sreeve, Atrrep, Hastings Sept 25 Stubbs, Hastings 


Srorprorp, Henry Epwarp, Northampton Sept15 Burton & Gandy, Daventry 
Tuurssy, Exvizaseru Sopnra, Harleston, Northampton Sept12 Thursby, King’s Arms 


ya 
Wuire, Roserr Rowxanp, Cardiff Sept15 Belcher, Cardiff 
Waieut, Saran, Clifton, Oxford Sept 30 Kilby & Collings, Banbury 


Munby & 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 18. 
ALLEN, Gzonce Szwext, Colchester Sept 29 Prior & Young, Colchester 
Aston, Henry, Cheddar Oct 15 March, Axbridge 
Arxrinson, Mary Ann, Newcastle Sept 22 Daggett & Grey, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Barrett, Henry Eevest, Hull Oct3 Laverack & Son, Hull 
Barren, Marrua Evizasera Howert, Russell sq Sept 30 Pollard, Coleman st 
Beswick, Tuomas Kexp, Gristhorpe, York Sept 15 Watts & Co, Scarborough 


Boryg, Hex Pavut Gustav Krevzwenpepicn Von Dem, Landsberg, Prussia 
ldberg & Co, West st, Finsbury circus 
Brown, Henry Jouy, Streatham Oct1 Keene & Co, Seething lane 


Caro, Jacon, Berlin Sept 22 Daggett & Grey, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Gas Heaton, Newcastle upon Tyne Sept 22 Daggett & Grey, Newcastle upon 


yne 

Corprry, Davip, Manor Park, Essex Augi3 G & F East, Basinghall st 

CrowveERr, James, Oldham Sept 25 Lees, Oldham 

nates Wassay Hewry, Brunswick house, Clifton grdns, Civil Engineer 

& Co, Fenchurch st 

Detv a, Jeune Coalbrookdale, Salop, Butcher Sept 23 Thorn, Ironbridge 

Dittey, Mary,Cambridge Oct1 Peed, Cambridge 

Duywine, Wii11AM, junr, Nrth Walsham, Norfolk Sept 26 Empson, Nth Walsham 

Frost, Frepericx, Kew Green, Surrey, Licensed Victualler Sepii 15 Skewes-Cox & Co, 
Lancaster p) 

es Witu1am, Gosforth, Northumbrld Sept 22 Daggett & Grey, Newcastle upon 


Sept 25 


Sept 20 Bon- 


'yne 
Hickiz, James, Liverpool Sept 21 North & Co, Liverpool 
Hiccens, Tuomas Jouy, Stanhope st, Regent’spk Oct 1 Corsellis & Co, 
Chancery lane 
Innocent, Henry, Sheffield Sept29 Vickers & Co, Sheffield 
Jounsoy, Evwarp, Rainhill, Lancs Sept 80 Norris & Sons, Liverpool 
Jones, Roces, Rhuddlan, Flint Sept 13 Bromley, Rhyl 
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Marsuart, Anxg,Dover Sept 20 Fielding, Dover 


Molntyre, aad Any, Newquay, Cornwall Oct 1 Corsellis & Co, 
onsen Portobello rd, Notting hill Sept 29 White & Leonard, Ludgate eres 
Ne son, Henry, Pensarn, Aberdare, Denbigh Sept13 Bromley, Rhyl 
Porter, Freperick, Mincingln Oct18. Tamplin & Co, Fenchurch st 


Pouttox, THomas Anprew, Clapham Oct 31 Bayley & Co, Tooley st 
Reap, Cuarxzs, jun, Tottenham Oct10 Button & Co, Covent Garden 
Reve.t, Mary = meee Uxbridge rd, Shepherd’s Bush Oct7 Law & Worssam, Hol- 


MILLER, 


born V; 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, August 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Barr, Arruur Georce, Tottenham ct rd, House Furnisher 
High Court Pet June 22 Ord Aug ii 
Betts, ARCHIBALD 5 ae Brighton High Court Pet 
June 21 Ord Aug 11 
Bowman, Ropert Horn Hitt, oy Py samcsand Maker 
High Court Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 
CampBeLL, Samvuget, Mark lane, Merchant High Court 
Pet March 4 Ord June 23 
Cottier, Amos, Burton on Trent, meme Keeper 
Burton on Trent Pet Augi2 Ord Aug i2 
Crosse, Ernest Frank Pornam, Aylesbury, Bucks, Tutor 
Shrewsbury Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 
Davis, Frepericx, Gt oe Staffs, Butcher Dudley 
et Aug 1 Ord A Aug i 
Daw oom, Grorar Henry, Hogsthorpe, Lincs, Innkeeper 
Boston Pet Augil Ord Aug il 
Easton, Danizt, Southsea, Carriage Builder Portsmouth 
Pet Aug8 Ord Aug8s 
Epwarps, ALBert, Macclesfield, Ches, Grocer’s Assistant 
Macclesfield Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 8 
wilder Cardiff Pet Aug 11 
Ord Aug 11 


wrens, Mary, Colchester Colchest Pet July 3 Ord 
ug 1 
seas Arrep, Wakefield Wakefield Pet Aug 11 Ord 
ug 1 
Foster, | a JAMES oT * aes Railway Clerk Derby 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 


GarpNER, MatTHEw Henry, Ramsgate, Smackowner Can- 
terbury Pet Aug 11 Ord ~ US ll 

Hamme, Atrrep Ervyest, Birming sate Dealer 
Birmingham Pet Aug 12 "Onl Ae Aug 12 

Hauer, Grorcr, Coedpenmaen, aes Baker, Ponty- 

pridd Pet Augi10 Ord Aug 10 


wa meye § Warwick, Grocer Warwick Pet Aug 12 


Evans, Beysamin, Cardiff, B 





Horroy, ows a Gt <r Confectioner Gt Grimsby 
Pet "Aug 7. Ord Aug 

Jusy, Harry Josepu, Al St Edmunds Bury St Edmunds 
Pet Aug10 Ord "Aug 10 


mere ar = re, Flints, Farmer Chester Pet 
ug 1 
Kine, Frepsrick nies Oldbury, Se, 


Baker West Bromwich Pet July 13 Ord. Aug 5 
henasies, my ne, Kensington High Court Pet June 
2 2 


Ord A 

Lewis, Maroaret, Lianfihangel ae, Innkeeper 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Augil Ord Aug 1i 

Mayspeipes, WILLIAM, +" ae I of W, Miller Newport 
Pet July 17 Ord Aug 

Masoy, Ray Sanenen , Leicester Pet Aug 
1l Ord Aug 11 

MircHett, Jonny, Milford on Sea, nr eeagiem, Farmer 
Southampton Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 

Newmay, Wituram Nicuoxas, Shanklin, t 2 W, Plumber 
Newport Pet Augi Ord —~ i 

Parker, C RH, bed wd Norword, Surrey, Schoolmaster 
Reading Pet July 23 Ord A Aug 8 

Parkinson, THomas, ston, Commission Agent Preston 
Pet July 24 Ord Aug 10 

Rares, 1LL1AmM, Ventnor, I W, Boot Dealer Newport 
Pet Aug 11 Ord Augll 

Rogers, Hannan, —— Liverpool 
Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

a JuLius, Manchester, Fine Art Dealer Man- 

ter Pet July 24 Ord Aug 12 

eg Benpix Jvutivs, Hammersmith, Dealer in 
Antiques High Court Pet July 20 Ord ‘Aug 10 

Sopsr, ARTHUR Torquay, Jeweller Exeter Set Aug 
8 Ord Aug 8 

Sropss, JosepH, a, Durham Stockton on Tees 
Pet Aug10 Ord A 

TuHompson, AMELIUS ieenes Sraniey, Swanscombe, Kent 
Rochester Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 

Waker, Hersert, Teddington, bey Wheelwright 
Cheltenham Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 ° 

Waean, Joszru Rayner, Bradford, Yorks Bradford Pet 

Aug ll Ord Aug 11 
baie Wa rer, een IW, Butcher Newport Pet 


Augl0 Ord Aug 10 
Tabet, Carnarvon 


Wituiams, Grirrira Spares, 
Bangor Pet Augs8 Ord Aug 8 

Wricut, Epwix, Mickfield, Suffolk, Innkeeper Ipswich 
Pet Aug8 Ord Augs 


Amended notice substituted for that pte in the 
London Gazette of Aug 7 
Doom WituraM Brount, South: * Collie Proprieto: 
Liverpool Pet Aug 5 F Ord Ai me 7 —_ 


ORDER RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER. 


Hoss, James Wituiam, HM Prison, Wormwood Scrubbs 
. High Court Rec Ord Nov 30, 184 Rese July 23, 1896 


Liverpool Pet 





Quality ct, Chan- 











FIRST MEETINGS. 
eo Wim, eae Aug 2iat11 Bank- 


ru 
'ABMI JOSEPH, ‘Waivertamnpton Ironmaster Aug 


ip’ 

Banner, 
22at11 Off Rec, Wolver 

Baxryarp, GrorGe, a, Soe Retailer Aug 21 
at 12.30 24, alleen aA. » London Bri 

Bourne, Joun rg ig tee 8 ord 3 Music Teacher Aug 25 
at12 Wright & ead, St Martin’s pl, Staff: 

Bowman, Rosert dns Hm, Ch Cabinet Maker 
Aug 24 at 2.30 Bankru ler Casey st 

Brapseaw, WILLIAM ; Ont ~—_ Saw 

aker Aug 21 at 2 Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Cuaritoy, Troms, a Innkeeper 
Aug 21 at 4.30 Gast, Chae, Durham 

CriarEemont, Constantine Ceci, Norwich, Surgeon Aug 
2lat3 Off Rec, King st, Norwich 

Gnas Samvuet Beytatt, Pebmarsh, Essex, Farmer Aug 

26 at 11.30 Cups Hotel, Colchester 
Cyenees. Davin, and James Dovetas, Rewcastle, Cum- 
, Farmers Aug 2l at 12 Off Rec, 29, Lowther 

st, "Carlisle 

CrossLanp, Wi..iam Henry, Westminster, Architect Aug 
21 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Darton, JosepH RicHarpson, est Hartlepool, Engineer 
Aug 2lat3 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 

a. a yee i. Kingswood, nr Bristol, Builder 


ty at 12 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
—, a Cardiff Aug 24 at 11.30 Of Rec, 29, 


Ease meth Aston ag Birmingham, Baker Aug 24 
at11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 
tr A. Oddeter” "Aug 26 at 12 Cups Hotel, Col- 


Foster, Marruew, Hitchin, Builder Aug 24 at 2 Sun 
Hotel, Hitchin’ 

Huaues, Jouy, Llanrwst, Denbighs, Joiner Aug 5 at 1 
Market 


u Festiniog 

Jackson, Isaac, Clapham, Builder Aug 21 at 2.30 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, 

Jounson, WiLiaqM, Little o Kelk Farm, Yo! 
2lat12 Off Rec, Trinity House lane, H 

Jones, JOHN, Bilston, Staffs, Pork Butcher his 21 at 3 
Off Rec, 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Lucas, Tuomas, the elder, Quorn, Leics, Watchmaker 
Aug 21 at 12.80 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Martin, hates ee West Kilburn, Missionary Aug 21 at1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mason, James, Leicester, agg Aug 25 at 12.30 Off 
Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leices 

Mason, Gronox Wi ILLIAM oo Licensed Victualler Aug 
24 atl Dldgs, 6 Carey st 

a Joun, mgt lp m, maa Aug 
25 at3.15 Off Rec, re bey uthampto’ 

Miyer, Jouy, Tottenham Court rd, en aug 24 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mircuett, Davip, and Jacos Norra, Wyke, Yorks, 
Manufacturers Aug 24at3 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 

ord 

Priant, Jonn zm, Leicester, Commission oot Aug 22 
at 12.30 Court bldgs, Northampto: 

Po.uagp, ome urnley, Lancs, —— ‘Sept 3 atl 

xchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley 

Pratt, Henry James Duce Pewsey, Wilts, Chemist Aug 
25 at3.15 Off Rec, 46, Cricklade st, Swindon 

ne. James Isaac bint, Upper —— Builder 


angS atll Bankru ldgs, 
cues, ALTER JOAN, a Acar, Butcher Aug 25 at 3 
ff Rec, Cnuneiiee pe, High st, Portsmou 
ae. Grorer, Cla , Brewer Aug 21 at 11.20 24, 
Railway app, London Bridge 
ss, ee Birmingham, Provision Dealer 
nt Se at1l 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 
— apupee Roxatp, ea Stationer Aug 25 at 
ff Rec, 35, Victoria 
nau P decom by and owt Mooy, 


Den bd tie 
Aug 24 at 12. 15 Young & Jewell Hastings 
Sorrr, Artuur Tom, Fang er ie 26at11 Off 
Vost, Exnesr, Halifax, Ca Cabinet Mi: Maker Aug 22 atll Off 
Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 
Werks, WIt.ian, Biddenden, Kent, Farmer Aug 25 at 
11 Saracen’s Head Hotel, Ashford 
ees Max, Li Aug 24 at 12 Off Reo, 35, 
ictoria st, Liv: 
Waaaeae CurisToruer, and ae We tock, Keighley, 
Yorks Aug 25at11 Off Rec, 3 row, 
Wituams, Emma WIxtcock, Didsbury Lancs, Ladies’ 
Market pl, 3 Aug 21 at 11.80 Off Ree, County chmbrs, 
Woot.acort, ro 4 and Epwin Prerce, Cardiff, 
Builders Aug 24at11 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Carditt 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


danenty — oe Strand » Cigunctte Importer High Court 
Pet A = 10 Ora Aug 11 
Burm. HomMAS Marasias, Gt yr Solicitor Gt 
armouth Pet July 21 Ord Aug 10. 


Yorks, anual Aug 





Ricuarpson, Jouy, Barrow in Furness Sept 30 Townsend, Barrow in Furness 
Secxer, Rosert Henry, Kentish Town Oct 10 Micklem & Hollingworth, Gresham st 
Surru, Franx, Sheffield, Pawnbroker Sept 9 Webster & Styring, Sheffield 

Turner, WitL14M, Hoxton Sept 19 Monks, Rosebury grdns, Crouch End 

Warres, Sacar, Upper Helmsley, York, Farmer Oct 1 
Wess, Henny, Lower Sydenham, Dairyman Sept 25 Jobson, Lincoln’s inn fields 
WELLs, Gamvus, Vapery, Matenn, Snlte, Physician Sept 15 Indermaur & Brown, Chan- 
‘Warm, dou, Goldington, Bedford, Farmer Sept 23 Carter Mitchell, Bedford 

| Wonxcesrer, Joux Raxpox, Wandsworth Sept 21 Osborn & Osborn, Copthall avnue 


Gilberthorpe, York 


Browne, C E Gors, tc 2eeera Wandsworth 
Pet June 3 Ord Jul 

CuristTIcH, pr tnad Lime st, Shipper High Court 
Pet Feb 18 Ord Aug 10 

CotzieR, Amos, Burton on Trent, Beerhouse Keeper Bur- 
ton on Trent Pet Augi12 Ord Aug 12 

Cotuins, ALFRED, Gt ww, General er Aylesbury 
Pet July 23 Ord Aug 10 

Darton, Josern Ricnarpsoyx, West 
Sunderland Pet June 29 Ord Aug 10 

Davis, Frepericx, Gt Bridge, Staffs, Butcher Dudley 
Pet July 31 Ord Aug 4 

Dawson, Georcz Henry, Hogsthorpe, Lincs, Innkeeper 

Pet Aug 7 Ord Aug 11 

Day, Jony, ~fP- by Peckham, Kent Maidstone Pet 

June Aug 12 


dina Auzert, Macclesfield, Cheshire Macclesfield 
Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 8 i 
aay —— we Cardiff, Builder Cardiff Pet Aug ll 
1 


Ficures, Exiza, Birmingham, Coal Dealer Birmingham 

Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 11 

F.0op, Aurtao, Wi ad Wakefield Pet Aug 11 Ord 

mesg daw JAMES ye | Derby, Railway Clerk Derby 
Pet Aug 12 Ord zt 

Garpyer, Matrruew Henry, Ramsgate, Smackowner 
Canterbury Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 

Hate, Groree, Coedpenmaen, Pontypridd, Baker — 

Pp Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Howes, Jouy, W: , Grocer Warwick Pet Ang’ 12 
Ord Aug 12 


Jusy, eae Josern, Bury St Edmunds Bury St 
Edmunds Pet Aug10 Ord a= 

Kerroot, Jouy, — Flint, rmer Chester Pet 
Augil0 Ord Aug 11 

Ksicut, Josern, South Shields, Builder Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet July 23 Ord Aug 10 

Lewis, Marcaret, Liavfihangel Talylyn, Brecon, Inn- 
keeper Merthyr Tydfil Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 1 

Marrinpace, Water, Eatonsq High Court Pet July 1 
Ord Aug 11 

ay yy ny Contractor Leicester Pet Aug 
0 Aug 1 

Micuet., Joun, Milford on Sea, Farmer Southampton 

Sinaaes “iitser, Mido Vale, Commis Agent High 

‘ORBIS, NRY, ion 

Court Pet July13 Ord A 

Newman, Witiram Nicnotas, I W, Plumber 
Newport Ryde Pet Aug 1 ed hug 1 

Scuorretp, Witiiam, H a Hardware Dealer 
Bol Pet Aug 4 rd Aug 12 

Sarita, Heasert Ronazp, Liverpool, Stationer Liverpool 
Pet July 16 Ord Aug 10 

Soper, P< ga om, Torquay, Jeweller Exeter Pet Aug 


7 
Srosss, Jem Gainford, Durham Stockton on Tees Pet 
Augil0 Ord Aug 10 
Tempteman, Epwarp James, Richmond, Surrey, 
Dealer Wandsworth Pet June23 Ord Aug 10 
Tomxunsoy, Ronacs JAMES, —— Pianoforte Dealer 
Bolton’ Pet July 28 Ord Aug 
W. _——_ Teddington, \ a Wheel- 
Cheltenham Pet Augilil Ord wake “het 
Waray, Pua, Burslem, Builder ‘et July 20 


ll 
Wa, © Somuen Rayner, Bradford Bradford Pet Aug 11 


WEEKs, aan, Biddenden, Kent, Farmer Hastings 
Pet Aug 4 Ord Aug 10 

RIFFITH phy npaee Carnarvon Ban- 

Augs Ord Ai 


Wi 
Water, Bo — Mickticla Seifolk Ipswich Pet Aug 8 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 7: 


Dosett, WILLIAM Spewen, Southport Colliery Proprietor 
Liverpool Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Fanta, Ferprvanp, v= pe 
rms} Engineer Toe A May 22 22 pen 


London Gasette.—Turspar, August 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asrauams, Husert, Southampton, Printer Southampton 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 & 

Aver, Wiu1am, Horsepools, Stroud, Stone Merchant 
Gloucester Pet i 


Augit Ord Aug l4 
Arxinson, Toomas Maatrs, Licensed Victualler 
Chester 
x, Bramley, Leeds, 


Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 
Barractovan, Curisropuse Epmwonpso: 
Farmer Leeds Pet Aug l4 Ord J ‘Aug 14 4 
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Bisnor, Joux, Aldsworth, Cheltenham ——_ Crome, 3 gy Franx Pornau, Much Pe 5d 
= = a ace Innkeeper ae Siminghom Bega st pegs Salop 
Many Baker Cheltenham Pet auntate y Wrvutas, a Beakoupley bi Dorset, i Aug 25 at roe Se Barer ‘rreharris, er. Outtl Merthyr 


Epuuxp Orner, Mark lane, Wine Merchant 

Court PetJuly 21 Ord Au 

Coorgr, Jamus Brewanp, and Joun = Leeds, Tailors 
Blackburn Pet Augid Ord Aug 14 

Cox, wee tevvemes Ans ArH, aoa. House Far- 

Dagert y, Fuaxors Hawn, fasion, 3 Brat, G Grocer Bristol 

Aug 

Dousuas, Paxcr Howarp, Kingston, Surrey Kingston, 
Surrey Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 

Fon eal Isaac fn gey a Outfitter Merthyr 


as, Bra pe =, Southport, J ieee” _ = Pet July 30 


Heaty, Ml Aston Upthorpe, Berks, Farmer High 
Court Pet July 14 Ord Aug i4 
Watrer, 8th aye. ewe. Farmer Ply- 
mouth Pet Aug 14 we Aog:6 
CuaRies are tourbridge, Blacksmith 


Hoposs, 
Pet Aug10 Ord = 10. 
Honors, Vixceyt ye Bord Grocer 
‘et Aug 13 Ord 4 ‘Aug 13 
Hoiiaxp, ¥ a rig po Rate. Wores, 


Grocer Dudley PetAugil Ord Augi 
Jackson, Wii.1aM, Barrow in ey some Ulvers- 
ton Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 ” 
pm... Goanan Hereford, Tobacconist Hereford Pet 
Spinteiee tT a oy wihina: theses Xbmianih 
AMES, apex © ror es Livy 
~ ens, erpoo! 


Kise. denen, Zot, Awe olt, Essex, Builder Col- 

ne tyr 

Mauter, Exxest Bex, Green st, Enfield Miebueg, Fruit 
Grower Edmonton Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 


Manes, Cecit, Newbury, Berks, Jobmaster Newbuiy 


Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 
py, 5 Tom, ‘Cardiff, Brewer Cardiff Pet Aug 
14 Paenen ay Aug 14 
Paituirs, y Cartes Burwett, Tupsley, Hereford 
Pet 13 Ord Aug ‘13 


Stockport Stockport Pet Aug 14 Ord 
eotinannes asnen, Greenwich Greenwich Pet Aug 
3” Ord Aug 13 
Rorquees, Gasees F, Hendon Barnet Pet July 16 Ord 
Saurrn, Ropzrr, Gt Boenatien, pote, Huckster Stockton 
on Tees Pet A bef 
Sauxpers, H E, | Lice: Victualler Kinzston, 
Surrey Pet July 27 Ord Augé 
Scauttz, Georcr Lupwic, Cannon st High Court Pet 
July 29 Ord Aug 13 
Srmrsox, hat mad Neweastle on Tyne, 5: ame New- 
on Tyne Pet July 31 Ord Aug 13 
Surpsox, gonp, J Rests. Pianoforte Tuner Coventry Pet 
Stace, Matrnew, Leeds, Bricklayer Leeds Pet Aug 12 
Ord Aug 12 : 7 
Smita, Ricwarp, Coton, W eg Schoolmaster 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
+ Fe = Epwarp, Lincoln, Painter Lincoln 
Scum Georce Frepericx, Lianelly, Confectioner Car- 
w 7, Pet Augi2 Ord ew, ae 7 
EEDALL, Witiiam, Tarporley, ire, Tailor Nant- 
wich Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
Cvazos, Hon. Haxry Dvapae, East Dean, Southampton, 
ye Southampton Rec Ord April 13, 1893 Rese 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Apzananus, Hoscer, Southampton, Printer Sept 1 at 3.15 
Off Rec, 4, East st, Southampton 
Bane, Anrnve Gzorcz, Tottenham Court rd, House Fur- 
misher Aug 28 at2.80 Bankruptcy bid gs, Carey st 
Bass, Witi1am Georce, aye House Agent Aug 25 
at10 10, ter, Plymouth wit ed 
—_ s ° Otley, Yorks Aug 26 at 11 Off Rec, 


Tow, 

Berrs, Ancusaty Sauvet, B Aug 28 at1 Bank- 
a righton Aug 23 a 

Bore MA 


BY itenham, Baker Aug 27 at 11.15 
Cnn Cheltenham 
Barrris, Sauvet, Ni Solicitor Aug 25 at 12 Off 
Ree, St Peter’s Church N 
Burize, Hes: 


ey Wim, and —— 2 Burier, Stan- 
> OF Leeds, Eogineers at il la 
la, Albion pl, Leeds yl 


Camrcett, eon, Mark 7 Merchant Aug 28 at 12 


mae, King’s Bi , Hunts, F 
Sept dat 1145. Law Courte, New a tee emis ad 


Cosson, Assen, Burton on Trent Aug 26 at 12 cote, 


Mary’s gt, 
Cox, Kowaro Feepericx Acrzen, Bristol, House Fur- 
Misher Aug 26 at 12.30 Off Ree, Bank chmbrs, Corn 


at, 
Coagecetee Roses Poruam, Aylesbury, Bucks, Tutor 
Aug % at 2.30 Off Rec, 42, St John’s hill, Shrews- 
Dawsox, Guonce Herey, 


Fy ye yr Lines, Innkeepe: 
Aug 2% at12 Off Rec, st, Bos ev: 
oo at st, South; Collicey Proprietor 


port, 
Aug 2%ati2 Off Ree, 26, Victoria st, Liverpoul 


Doeorer, Bexsauix, Wolverhampton, Moulder } 
rot at i on Bre, Waters —_ 
UxsTosr, wieb, 5 
On Bae Wal ' Staffs, Builder Aug 26 at 11.20 


Evans, Dario ‘i’. nigh a ad Glam, Butter Meichant 

Merthyr Tydfil 
Jous Jauns ee Derby, als 
Off Bee, 40, Bt Mary’s G 


Fosren, 


26 at 12,30 ce 


Clerk 
by 








a... Jos, hey: Sumabee ouse Furnisher Aug 26 at 11 
Off Ree, 15, Osborne st, Gt y 

Grist, Henry, Ho Aug 27 at 12.30 Of 
Ree, 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Gwryxutt, Georas, Cardiff Aug 27 “y 8.30 Off Rec, 29, 
Queen st, Cardiff 

Haave, a Oldham, Butcher Aug 26 at3 Off Rec, 
Bank chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 

Harrow, WittiaM Epwarp, Birmingham, Ironmonger 
Aug 26 at 11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Hortaxo, Harry Ervest Georrrey, Dudley,Grocer Aug 
27 at 10.30 Dudley Arms Hotel, Dudley 

eam Joum Warwick, Grocer Aug a7 at 12.15 Off 
Ree, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

JENKINS, Wass Pontycymmer, Glam, Licensed Victual- 
ler Aug 27 at 11.30 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 


Jongs, ALFRED, \ Paperhanger Aug 26 at 12 
Crypt chmbrs, Chester 
—_— at Tylorstown, nr Pont ridd, Grocer Aug 25 


65, ea, yr 
Sua pap lam, Grocer Aug 26 at 2 65, 
h yr Tydfil 
Kine, Samven James, West holt, Essex, Builder Aug 
26 at 11 Hotel, 


Mackwoop, Henry Keirn, Scarborough, Potato Dealer 
Aug 25 at 11 Off Ree, 74, Newborough st, Scarborough 
Marrinpate, Waursr, Eccleston st, Eatonsq Aug 28 at 
Bankruptcy biigs, 
ae) Tromas Cartiicna, and 


& 


Bert Leasoy, Foley, nr 
mn, 8, ware uf. rs Aug 26 

at 2.30 North Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon Trent 

Morris, Hewry, Randolph crsent, Maida ag h Commission 
Agent Ang 27at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Nett, Joserx, Walton, Liverpool, Plumber Aug 26 at 2.30 
Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, , Liverpool 

NewrToy, Mortaay <a Kensington Aug 27 at1 Bank- 
a Carey st 

Homsah, TLLIAM JOHN. Brighton, Retin Aug 26 at 3 

Ree, Pavilion bldgs, yo 

ane Wict1am Georez, Chelsea, Wholesale Confec- 
tioner Aug 25 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

noe Se eee Bridge sty Me Art Dealer Aug 
25 at en’s rs, 

Sanouem, Beypix Jouwivs. » Dealer in An- 
tiques Aug 28 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
——~ Feuix —— ey st, Merchant Aug 26at12 

kruptey rege SS 
Simpson, Jonny, Ru Pingoforta Tuner Aug 27 at 11.30 
Ree, 17, Hert ord st, Coventry 

Sims, GrorcE Coteman Veaxe, The Grosvenor Hotel, Vic- 
toria Aug 28at12 Bankruptcy bl Carey st 

Surrs, Atraep Bexzamin, Gt Grimsby, Furniture Dealer 
Aug 25atll Off Ree, 25, —— st, Gt Grimsby 

Smits, Ricnarp, Coton, . School oolmaster Aug 
2at2 Off Rec, 42, 8 Joh aioe E 8 i, Shrewsbury 

SouTHweE tt, Georce Eowarp, Lincoln, Painter Aug 27 at 
12 Off Ree, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

Srantos, Leonarp Wititam, Northampton, Chemist Aug 
26 at 3 Off Rec, Figtree in, Sheffield 

Supiow, Taomas WILLIAM, Cleethorpes Aug 25 at 11.30 
Off Ree, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Tay or, James, Gresham am, Merchant Aug 26 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tay.tor, Jonn Georce, Ashton on Mersey, Manufacturer 
Aug 2% at 2.30 Ogden’s chmbrs, ridge st, Man- 
chester 

Tayior, Reorvatp Artuur, and Wituram Lovesanp 
Cuostey Tayor, » Kent, Farmers Aug 25 
at 3.30 Saracen’s Head Hotel, Ashford 

Temptemay, Eowarp James, Richmond, Surrey, Boot 
Bades Aug 25 at 12.30° 24, Railway app, ndon 

ri 
9 Ametius Eowarp Stayer, Swanscombe, Kent, 
erk Aug3lat11.30 115, High st, ester 

Wasuisctox, Georce, Clifton, pote, Farmer Aug 25 at 
11 Off Rec, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Weane, Jusera Raynez, Laisterdyke, Bradford Aug 27 
atll O} Rec, 31, Manor row, 

Wage, Gairvitu Tervor, Tydayatewtl Sept 3 at 12 

rates’ Room, Bango! 


Waray, os Malton, Yorks, Innkeeper Aug 25 at 3 
Off Rec, 74, Newborough st, Scarbo rough 


Amended notice substituted fos yp neon in the 
London Gazette of : 


Cuarirox, Tomas, Castle = he “Dasha, Innkeeper 
Aug 26at 4.30 Three Tuns Hotel, Durham 


Amended notice substituted for that qyiliches in the 
London Gazette _ Aug 


Hucnes, Jousx, Liaurwst, Denbigh, aad Aug 25at 1 


Market Halli, Blaenau F. 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Asngmems, Huszet, Southampton, Printer Southampton 
Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 18 

Avpes, Witiiam, Hi oe, Sivenl, Stone Merchant 
Gloucester Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 

Arxixsox, Tuomas Mazrtix, Chester, Licensed Victualler 
Chester Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 13 

Barseaipag, bly ae Wandsworth High Court Pet 
July 18 Ord 


y 
BaRRaciLouan, Le Epuoxpsoyx, Bramley, Leeds, 


Farmer Pet Ane! i Ord Aug 14 
Bisuor, Jous, Aldsworth, Glos, Cheltenham 
Pet Augi2 Ord Aug is 


Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 14 
Gore, on H Saunpers ieee Piccadilly HighCourt Pet 


July 14 Ord 
Heywoon, WAtrTER, uth Tawton, Devons, Farmer Ply. 
mouth Pet Aug Ord A 


ug 

Hirst, Pareas, Broitord, Stuff Manufacturer Bradford 
Pet June 25 Ord Aug 13 

Hopegs, -Caantes Tomas, Stourbridge, Blacksmith 
Stourbridge Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Hottanp, Harry Ervest aerate, Dudley, 
Dudley Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 

Horton, Eowarp, Gt ae, Confectioner Gt Grimsby 


Grocer 


Pet Aug7 Ord A ~ »! 

J. eee S ILLIAM, rrow in pa Tronmonger 
Ulverston Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 14 

Janes, | Grorae, Hereford, Tobacconist Hereford Pet Aug 
18 Ord Aug13 

James, Frepericx yee | St Helens, Lancs Liverpool 
Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 


Kine, Samvuet James, West Rergholt, Essex, Builder Col- 
chester Pet July 29 Ord Aug 

Lez, Wiri1t1am Hewey, Maxton, tn Traveller Canter. 
bury P July 25 Ord Aug 12 

LupiaM, —— Seencer, Taomas Boat, and Taomas Henry 
Heasert, Aylestone Park, jae, Manufacturers 
Leicester Pet July 25 Ord Aug 

Maurer, Eenest Ben, Green st, Tadield Highway, Fruit 
Grower Edmonton Pet Aug 138 Ord Aug 13 

Naor, Cecit, Newbury, Berks, Jobmaster Newbury Pet 
Augil O1d Aug 11 

Pearce, Harry Tom, Cardiff, Brewer Cardiff Pet Aug 
14 Ord Aug l4 

Pains, Henry Graeeae. Buayne.., Hereford Hereford 

etAugi3 Ord Aug 13 
Peon; SY Stockport Stockport Pet Aug 14 Ord 


Aug 14 

Reexs, Wa.rer Jqun. Southsea, $Butcher Portsmouth 
Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 13 

Reeve, CHARLES Gaenoe g,Greenwich Greenwich Pet Aug 
12 Ord Aug 13 

Rorasensere, Jutivs, Manchesster, > a Art Dealer Man- 
chester Pet July2t Ord Aug 

Scuwrirzer, Pincus, Wentwortlr tt Spitalfields, Draper 
High Court Pet July14 Ord Aug 13 

Semnsane Ow Rugby, Pianoforte Tuner Coventry Pet 

Ang t Ord Aug 10 
Onsen! earaew, Leeds, Bricklayer Leeds Pet Aug 12 
ug 12 

Sars, Ricnarp, Coton, bys Below. Schoolmaster Shrews- 
bury Pet Aug15 Ord A ng. is 

Sarra, Roper, Gt yee uckster Stockton on Tees 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Augl4 

Souraws.ui, Georce mewn, Lincoln, Painter Lincoln 
Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 13 

Srrauss, Liongt, —, Commission Agent Brighton 
Pet July9 Ord Aug 14 

Summers, Georoe Freperick, Elencilp, Confectioner Car- 
marthen Pet Augi12 Ord Aug 1 

Swirr, Aveert James, Reading, — Tobacconist Read- 
ing Pet July 28 Ord Aug 12 

Wesper, Frepericx Georar, Broadway, London Fields, 
Draper ieee Court Pet July 23 Ord Aug 14 


ai 


All letters intended for publication im the 
‘* Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty ts experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 





Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s, Soxtorrors’ JOURNAL, 
26s, Od. ; by Post, 28s. 0d. Volwmes bound 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 
5s 6d. 





EDE AND SOF, 


ROBE Ase MAKERS. 


BY SPEOIAL APPOINTMENT 


the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 


To — Majesty 
omy udicial Bench, Seepesetion of London, &e, 


ROBRS POR QUBBN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Olerks, and Clerke of the Peace, 





Bowmas, » Me. Hoax Hi, Cheese, Cabinet M.ker 
High Court Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 1 
Boos, Mary Aus, 7 med Baker “Cheltewham Pet 


uly 14 Ord Jul | 
Hunts, Farmer 


Coi_ertT, Hexsert nin Ripton, 
Peterborough Pet July 2 rd Aug 14 





Corporation Robes, University and Olergy Gowns: 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 











